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GREEK COINS ACQUIRED BY THE BRITISH 
MUSEUM 1M 1917 AMD 1918. 

[See Plates h It.] 

Than ks to t he bequest by the late 31 r. John Gorman 
Ford of Ms collection of reek Coins (numbering 
152 specimens, mostly of the finest period, together 
with two Roman aum), and also to the generous gift 
by Sir Evelyn Grant Dull' K CM G. s of the pick of 
his collection (consisting chiefly of Parthian and 
Sasaanian coins), the acquisitions of the Department 
in what, might have been very lean years have not 
hoeu inconsiderable either in quality or in quantity. 

From the following pages I have omitted all but 
one of those coins of Southern Italy with which 
Sir Arthur Evans has dealt in his article on a find 
of coins from Magna Graccia; 1 the exception is- the 
interesting new type of Metapontnra 9| r 

Non*. 

tihi ,—Head of nymph r H wearing broad fillet with 
Greek fret, und triple drop ear-ring ; large 
curling lock above forehead. 

Ihr.— NnAAIfl[N] in #x. Iiiinmn-hoaded bull 
walking r. ; above, Nike dying r., crowning 
him* 

At. *— 10 mm. AYt. 749 grammes (111-0 grains]* 
[PI I. Ll Ford Bequest. 


1 Num. Ckw L9L& pp. t$S IT. 

xvvm It. c+an*., t&u. rr* t ****** **+ U 
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The obverse is from the same die as A- Sftmbon* 
Mon*** Ant. ite Fli&Ue, No, 8O0a, PL iv, as well as 
B.U + 0* P Nok, No* l p md probably another in the 
British Museum ipresented by Sir B. H. Lang, 19I3 l 
T he reverse is r I think, from the same die as R+M.C-, 
No, 7, die obverse of which is certainly from the ^un¬ 
hand. 

Meta font ™. 

tth'.\ — li md of Heracles r +s l^arded, hair bourn! with 
fillet having a point fining in front; dub At 
shoulder, 

iter.- -META on r* upwards; ear of barley : symbol 
off the ilao* 

.1L i 21 mm. Wt. 7 33 grammes H 1-hl 
m. i. 2. p Ford Bequest* 

A new type, tor the position of which in i in. 1 lldu- 
pontine series 1 may refer to Sir Arthur Evans's japr 
on the hoard from which it came (Nuw* Cftivm.. 1BJ8, 
P 146). 

Obotoh. 

on 1 . upwards. Tripod l*be^. Plain ( 7 | 
bonier. 

Jte t ■.—Eagle flying r. P incuse. Border (?j F 

12. > 18 nini. Wt- S lO grammes (12o'U grmusj. 

[FI. I. S.| Ford Bluest. 

Entruck on a didrachm of Agrigonfeom ; the crab s 
legs are visible above the eagles head on the rev., and 
the gutline of the eagle on the obverse. 

Qb &*—Head of Mom Lakinia nearly facing, \vc»rmg 
decocted atejihanos ; border of dots (?>. 

Kcv — KPOTilNl on L Nude Heracles resting 1. 
on rock covereil with lion-akin, r. holding dip, 
l, dub ; in Hold L large B, Plain bonier. 

AL —> 22--} mm. Wt, 7^19 grammes 1 1 I I -Cl grain*). 
| FI. I, 4 . \ Ford Bequest, 


liftEELK COINS ACQUIRED BY BRITISH MUSEUM. -S 

"Phis is Prom the same olmvse die els Hirsch* xviii. 
2216; xxvi. 4i> and 46 ; possibly also as H,M.C. P No, 9fj r 
which shows the die vary badly fractured* It also 
shares the same iwftrae die with Hirschj xviii. 2210 and 
xx vL 4G. The curious way in which the letter B is 
placed in the field suggests that it is an addition to 
the die* Slaters of the same types also exist with 
a large B beside the head on the ofttvr.se (B.M.C., Iftthf, 
(Jroton, No. 93; Iiirscln xxi. 471}. The letter 6 is also 
found defacing one or both aides of staters of the same 
typo (c,*;, B.SLGL, Nos, 90, 91; Hiroch, xxh 470). 
Though I have not been able to find examples with 
other letter such as A and f. I am inclined to think 
that wo have hero another case of series marks. 2 


Taken tv si- 

l?Vom among the Parent ine staters of the Ford 
Bequest, mention may be made of three brilliant 
specimens of which description and illustrations are 
unnecessary, as they are similar to pieces already 
included m Evans’s Iforsenteit «/ 'Jdrt.titum:- 

I may also mention a new variety, resembling B.H + Q r 
No. 212 (Evans, IV H. 3), in its obverse, and B.M.C., 
No. 213 fEvans, IV FI. l) s in its reverse, except that it 
lacks the two stars. 

SrVLACttm (?J- 

Otw;—Ytrnng male bead L In pilous. Plain larder. 

/to + “ Skylla 1 *. holding dub in l- t with foreparts of 
dogs at her waist* Plain border in idcu^o 
dmle. 

3 (Jp. AVnhr. Ckm*- f 10 M P pp- 100 h and Ifllfi. p H 220 r A E and 
P oh coina of Mejuqum). 

* Ruin*, VJ A, !. VII A, 1, and VII F. 1, 
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n. f. him.. 


JF" f gs Him. Wt. 9-58 grammas 11474 ginijiisJ. 

| PI. 1. 5.] Ford Behest. Cp, Gamtceu 
113. 20. 

Giimtecl says that, the sea-monster on such pieces is 
sometimes male, sometimes female. On. the present 
fine specimen it is clearly the latter, and the presump¬ 
tion 15 that it. is Rlw&ya female. These coins are 
frequently attributed to Cumae, on the strength of the 
appearance of SkyIIa on certain Cumaaan didrachms; 
but it is unlikely that uninscribed bronze without the 
characteristic mussel-she] l should have been issued 
from that mint. Scylaciutn (or ScyUeiium) in BrUttinm 
seems to be a better, though of course quite conjec¬ 
tural, attribution. 

G ELA# 

Qbr, rEAfllflN on r,] Quadriga to 1. ; above, 
taglu flying L; in eit-rguo, stalk t>f barley- 

Jln—$ A Ail Forepart of tuan-headed bull r.; 
above, barley -corm Incuse circle, 

AL 27 ram. Wt Lft44 grtm^s{^> 2pMmh 
[FL I. e.] Ford Bequest 

The obverse die broke (below the forefeet of the 
nearest horse aud in the I eft portion of l lie exerg ue) 
at an early stage, but not before it bad been used lor 
such pieces as B*M*C. + No« TiD, and IlirsoU, nv* \7 \, 
which are also from tbe same reverse die as the new 
specimen. In this broken condition it wa* used to 
strike other pieces snch as Ward, No* U*7. and Hinch, 
xxi. h&o. It was also used further ibr the rare tetni- 
dr&chms with the complete bull standing, such aa 
Sir Arthur Evans's piece (Burl, flue Arts Club, 

PI. cii, No. 144) and Egger Sale, 7 h 190H, No, 36* Ah 
the two types are not likely to Imve been issued 


GKEEK i OIMS AOQtflUHt) BY BRITS 8 H MUSFfM. 5 

simultaneously, it follows tint the coins wish tin 
complete ball are later than the more common ones 
with the half-bull. 

Lboxtiki. 

r^, L v—Head of Apollo r. T laureate. Border of dots. 
fin -.—VEO A/ T I A/ O ; N j around lion’s head r.; 
a.11 surrounded by four narley-wnw. 

At, -f j>~. mm , Wt- 16 98 grammes j £6JM grains). 

Ford Bcfjuest 

The obverse (which is distinguished from most, 
t hough not all, other dies jot the series by the interrup¬ 
tion of the border by the two front leaves oi the 
wreath) is ironi the same die as Butler Sale (1911) 73; 
Banbury Sale, i. 339; llirsch, nriv. (1914) 159; 
Dedbeke Sale (1907) 47 ; Egger, lOxiL 1900, 101, and 7. 
j. 1908, 3ft; also No, 39; and doubtless by the 

same hand as Nos. 30, 3h; Benson Sale, 319; 

O' Hagan Sale, 134; Hirsch, xiv, 180, xvi. 340 and 341 
(but not 338, which looks like a copy by an inferior 
engraver), xxix, 87; Bachelor (Sothoby s 190?) 33 j 
Failed J Boy (Egger xli) 134 ; Egger. 36 xi, 1909, 163; 
Ih owe, 373. 

The curiously attenuated features of’this engravers 
model, exaggerated as they are by his failure to model 
silt !i projecting portions of the face as the nostril and 
lipri. are easily recognizable. I have noticed no other 
specimen from exactly the same reverse die as the 
present one; hot my search does not pretend to have 
been ex 1 mu stive. 

Sboesta. 

(Aft.—Dog JK rim isos standing 1. Border of dots. 

jjtV' _3ECE4TAX I A armmd bead of nymph 

Segesta r., her hair con lined by a til let mid 
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rolk-d in si chignon: plain IwnW, in mouse 
circle. 

AL -> 23-5 mbk WL 7-74* Grammy (11U-7 grattifl)’ 
Ford Bequest* 

This appear to bo from tlie sumo dies, obverse as 
well m reverse as the didrachm which was in the 
□'Hagan Collection (167)| and passes! thence to the 
collection sold at Sothsbys, 21 iv. 1900 (40)* 

Syracuse. 

A few pieces from Mr, Ford's Syracusan series may 
be mentioned, PL I. 7 is remarkable for the minute 
finish of the tiny head; 1 PI. 1. 9, on the other hand, 
tor the course, ropy treatment of the hair. 

The bequest also includes a tetrad rachm on which 
the head is apparently fro m the same die as the 
“Distinguished Artist” totradraobm (No. 59), as well 
as a fine specimen from the same reverse (beadii die 
as Du Chaste! 32, The reverse of the decadmehm 
[PL I. e] is unfortunately very poor. Its obverse is, 
I believe, from the same die as the specimen formerly 
in the Lobbecke Collection (Egger Sale, xxxix. PL iii. 
9B), which shows the signature EYAINE underlie;!eh 
the bottom dolphin. A specimen formerly in the 
Bank of England Col lection, now in the British 
Museum* h also from the same obverse die. 

Siculg-Plnic. 

Of the Carthaginian coins struck in Sicily the F^rrl 
Collection contained four i of these I illustrate the 
tetiudnichm copied from the Enainetoa decaihachm, 
with a pec ten-shell in front of the neck [PL L 10] + 


1 (Hfa jlh Uir&cla, Extiil. 4-Ii!. 
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Tbo reverse has ilie usual horsed head and palm-tree, 
with the inscription 'Am Maohnuath {Mill ter, Aitc , Afr n 
ii r p. 75 t No. 14). 

The deeadrachms of Euainetos with the peeteu or 
tlic star always, I believe, have the symbol behind the 
neck, whereas on other deoadraohma the symbols (such 
as A globule, gryphon's head, or A) are usually in 
front of it. The Carthaginian engraver, for some 
reason, has departed from his model and followed the 
tatter arrangement. 

Thaws, 

Hr. Ford's trihemiobol of Thaws (0 87 groimuu, 
134V grains), with the usual types of Si leans and 
amphora, is illustrated in PL I. 11 because of the gem- 
like beauty of finish of the obverse. 

It has been remarked that more than one of the 
reliefs which decorate the gates of the city of Thasos 
correspond Lo the types of the coins; they are* in foot. 
i»f a heraldic character, representing the arms of the 
city. The Heracles as archer is a case in point, us well 
as the Silemis carrying a kantharos. which w found 
nver one of the gates in a relief of colossal size 

fa-48 m. high). 6 

Phej.il 1 11- 

0&T-—Hoad of Zeus r. I imitate. 

Iffi-s- ♦ lAtPPOY Horwman L h wearing kausiu ctnd 
cloak, i% band raised ; below, rose on stalk iLtsd 

Plain harder. 

AL f iimu Wt. 14-27 grammes 1220# grains}* 

,;pll 12 , | Fi>rd 


"■ CMi, Picunl ifl 3fonuBirnt* Fwf. n. i IU18), p. r>(j. 



s 
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The same monogram is tound* according to Muller, 
on other coins of his type & K 1 m. Kp. 21 (symbol: 
thunderbolt 1 . No, 171 (symbol : spearhead). No. 179 
(symbol : barlery-cora), No. 226 (symbol : wr^tli), 
No* 2U4 ino symbol), 

Comparison of the material available in the British 
Museum doesuot, however, show, as might have been 
hoped, that any of these different reverses share the 
same obverse dies. * 

Two brilliantly preserved gold staters from the Ford 
Bequest correspond to Mil Her, Nos. 39, with trident, 
end 145, with crescent. 

ALEXaNDKK the Uheat. 

Ota-— Head of Athena r* t gryphon 011 helmet 

^Jfep*—Nike l.p holding wreath uni] styJis; on r. 

downwards AAEZANAPOY : on 1. down* 
wards BAil AE5IS j in held L AA> r* t°l 

A\ -* 19 iniiu Wi. S G7 grammes 113 h 1 8 grains). 

[PL I 13.] Presented by Mr. Henry Wn]]is- 

Gpt Muller, A hx + le Grand, Nos. 82*5-31, which are 
-ilver and bronze coins showing the mint-mark A A and 
the same monogram* 

PL I, 14 and 11 .1 show two fine tetradmchms from 
the Ford Becpiest fas Muller, 740 and 198). The former 
enables \\s to correct Mutter's drawing of I he < tip 
which appears as symbol m the field J. 

Philip III* 

A tetradmchm of Philip III from the Ford Bequest 
may be placed next to Mii|]er t No. 24, to which it 
adds the monogram "E in ihe field 1. [PL II- 2.] 
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Ltsjieacfius* 

The two states of Lyiduiaciius illustrated in FI II- 
3 and 4 come from a small hoard of 20 stater^ which, 
by the kindness of Mr, J. P. Lawson, I have been 
able to examine, The hoard was found iu a clay |K>t 
44 soaiowhere iu JlacedouiB - koine other coins ,h of 
less value 11 were found with them, but the 20 states 
are the whole of the coins of that cla&* which occurred 
in the board. Their interest lies m the fact that they 
represent two varieties of a single issue, and were 
struck from only two pairs of dies. They are In 
excellent condition (one only being injured on the 
lima by the point of some sharp instrument, doubtless 
the pick which uncovered the pot), and can hardly 
have scon any circulation at all ; lhe fact that only 
two pairs of din* are represented also proves that th* 
coins must have come almost* if nut quite p straight 
trout the mint to the boarder's hands. 

The two varieties are: 

(|) Qbr> —The usual head of Alexander r. t a vary thin 
lock of hair coming down from the ear on lo 
the tioek. 

Banal tyt^o of Atheuft ; in field before the 
figure, K ; in exergue K ; on the seat E- 

5 japecuDanE* Weights S G2, 8-0Q p 8»fi8 K 8*5 i. 

8-42 grammes Di* poaitioDB —* (1), flit 

l \$) r H truck froni a worn obverardie* 

i'Z\ Otr,—Tbe usual bead of Alexander r. H one look of 
hnir coming straight out to r. under the ear- 

Jf«% Similar lo preceding but on the wit P. 

16 specimens* Weights 8*57 (4) p 8^55 |3), 
HM (2) r S-52 \% 8 42 (2). grammes 

I>ie portions «- (4) r -> (4J # f 16h f (Ik 
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m 

Both varieties seem to be unknown to Muller- 
Possibly lie had a faulty specimen of hh No. 504, on 
which neither the exergnal letter nor that on the seat 
waa legible; but it is more probable that these stiUere 
belong to the same group as Mtiller's tetradrachms. 
Nos. 471 A, 

It is noticeable that the obverse die of the first 
variety had been in use for some time before it was 
combined with the present reverse die to produce the five 
coins before us. The material at present available 
does not enable me to trace this die in connexion with 
any other reverse ; if that is ever possible, we shall be 
ftble to reconstitute a small group of early staters 
of Lyaimachus as the product of one mint, by the 
met hoik which have been employed so successfully by 
Mr. Newell for Alexandrine coins. 

The letter on the seat on the reverse of the first 
variety is not a sigma (for the form would not be 
possible at this date), nor yet an imperfect zeta. The 
only possibility remaining is that it is n digamma+ 
That would be interesting* as indicating that these 
letters on the seat are sequence-letters, the digavima 
being G and the pi 17, But if m k there mtist have 
becu 10 other reverse dies in use at. this mint between 
the two which are represented in this little hoard, 
which is improbable if, as seems to be tho ease, these 
coin? came fresh from the mint to the hoarder.* 

The Ford Bequest algo includes two fine silver 
tetradrachms of Lysimachus corresponding to Milltei\ 
Nos, =i-43 and 544* 


* ThU point, the frcsbMosa of the coins, ilitfb rent into * the case 

from tti.it of Measiusi meet burnt ntso** (p. % f aolo f j. 
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Other fine coins from the Fort! Bequest uro: thf* 
well-known Corinthian stater with tiie drinking 
Pegasus, from the same dies m IL1T.C*, Corinth, PL v. 1 ; 
the Argive bemidmdmi with 5l on the obverse and 
N! on the reverse [PL II. s] combining the obverse of 
PelQjM7tn*sti* f p, 141 1 , No, 72* with the reverse 
p| /WoL p. 14.1, No* Ga ia combination already known 
in the smaller denomination. tbkL. p T 11&, No, iHi; 
the stater of Ph&cstns [pl ix> 6 ] with Tales and his 
dog, unfortunate^ much damaged on the surface, hut 
bettor centred than any other published specimen of 
this variety; 7 a fine early drm-hm of Guido.** and the 
fourth-century heuridmohin with the beautiful head 
of Aphrodite [Ft II, 7]“ and the magistrate's name 
f AT] A0O4> AN. Iu style this is much finer than 
any of the coins illustrated by Ilenrl from the period 
fcire, 300 190 b*c.j to which he assigns ibis magistrate, 
and wo should probably bo right in attributing it to 
thp fourth century- It h not, in fiict T for removed 
in quality from the fine tetradrachm from the Montagu 
Collection now iu the British Museum Curia, 

p. 27~ f No. *2B A). The magistrate's usmn is placed 
in the exergue,and the ethnic in full in front of the 
lion's face, an unusual arrangement. 


T The reverse h thi* forepart of n Bull (Siorcmcre, Crtt£ T p. &V\ 
No. 0. 

* Wlv fl.JO grumiues \9A-2 grains) *- ; from the same die* a* 
BALC.. Noe. 13, 14. and Ward Collection* GS?> fiSS 

* Wu 3-23 grammes (4tM> grains) j. Cjj. D.M.C., Carta, p. 91 r 
N + Cr 45- Oii pie new coin there a no traoo of a mnnoamm behind 
the head* 
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UiCKltTAlN OF CaIUA, 

Two dolphins >wLimiting r* 

Mm —Two qundripartite incuse equaie^ one iurge, 
the other enmlL 

AL 22 mm. Wt, 12-35 grammes gmm*L 

[PL II. &*} Ford Bequest 

Habolou C/VwM, IL i M p* 13^6„ No. 1063) mentions 
two specimens of this tyjjo weighing 12-38 grammes 
ami 12-19 grammes, stating that they were ieund 
in one of the Aegean Islands, Ono of the specimens 
(the lighter) is that described by Green well in Xnu*. 
Ohmn. f I89o s p. in: 1IJ it is possible that the other 
is the one here published, Begling has justly 
pointed out 11 that these cams have nothing to do with 
the group of staters which show two dolphins swimming 
in opposed senses, and that they belong apparently to 
the Carian coast-district, 

» 

TliVATF.UU (?). 

Ofcr.— AYTK - AAPtANOC ANTHNGI 

NOCGeB iSuat of Piua r. f l mito- headed. wear 
tug jjjiI ijiliuD lmi h11it. 

/fee.—©YA (?j - N KPACCITI6AOC Zen* 

standing 1„ holding phi.'ile and see [4 re. 

M. i Si mm. Presented by Mr. A. U. Baldwin. 

Fabric and style confirm the attribution which is 
suggested hy the remains of the ethnic. The magistrate 
Cnurijxtt is new to llie Greek -series. 

Side. 

f >bi \—Athena standing L, with shield and sjnsir, 
holding Kike in r,; in field, ],, pomegranate: 
<in r. r liares of h>ttein, Border of dot*. 

" Hegltag, ftaMtuifnisfi Wsftvn, No. 1403. 

” x. f. -V„ irv, 1190 S 1 , J,. 42 . note 1 . 
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/frEr.--Apollo wearing ?W< eiffor* and tdihiiiy^. 
slumling L &i.TierlBdisg with phial* over nllfur; 
on r., tho usual m'icriptEoii in local script- 

H, 1 21-5 min, Wt 10^22 gmnxaMfe {1577 grains), 
[pl II. ®r\ Prom Sotheby's 27 xL 
1917, lot IBS, Pmwtfid by Mr* W H H. 
Buckler, 

TUs rare variety is distinguished 1'rom the ondittury 
s+irie® of fourth-century staters by tlie loot thftt Apolh’ 
treats a chiton instead of a chkmrs only. 

Seleiccs I. 

<%&—Head of young Heracles r. r wearing lion-skin; 
border of dots. 

Bec .—BASlAEal in ei.. ZEAEYKOY on r. 141 - 
wards. Zeufl seated l on throne, holding 
eagle in r.. resting with I. on sceptre. At his 
feet, bonso grazing; in (Sold I. olid anchor ; 
under throne Y • border of dots. 

.K. i 30 mm. Wt. 1741 grammes {2C4-0 groins). 
[Pi. II. 10 .] Presented by Sir Evelyn Grant 
l)u!7. K.C.M.G. A particularly brilliant 
specimen, obtained in Pettin. 

Another example, with tlie same monograms and 
symbols, but from different reverse (and perhaps 
obverse) dies, is in the Paris Cabinet. 1 ’ The grazing 
horse used generally to bo regarded as the mint-mark 
.if Larissa in Syria; but Xmhoof-Blunser pointed out in 
I8i>i 1S that the evidence in favour of tins attribution 
is worthless. The coins with this symbol, whether 
they bear the name of Alexander the Great, of 
Seioucns I, of Antiochus X, ot Autiochus II, or of 
Seleucus II, must have been struck farther in the 
East. The fine preservation of this specimen permits 

W Bubo Ion, lia ' f dr '''V' 1 "* pl - i. 4. 

13 .Vwm- ZK, 27. p. 16 ; c|>- N. F. G 1 19i3i. S'- 
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us to ol^erve the Oriental cast of tlio features which 
the engraver has given to Zeus, and the peculiar 
amngcmsmt of three leaves standing up above the 
god's head, ImhocLBluiuer assigns these coins to 
Babylon or Seleucia on the Tigris ; but it is possible 
that, they may have beeu struck even farther East 

Axexanobk J B^rA. 

Qbe.- Head of Ah^saruJer 1 1 \ diademed ; [border of 

dots]* 

ite,— AAEiAhJAPQV L, BAIIAE fll j r, Eagle 

sUmling 1. on palm-branch ; in field r. trident; 

ill field L rSP nod monogram ^ ; tarder of 
dots* 

Ai. i 25 niui. Wl M-40 grammes (22^2 grains)* 

[ PL H. 1L] Ford Betjuest. 

The obverse is from the same die as No, n. 

The monogram is that of the mint Berytus (Laodicea 
Phoemces). 

Farthja. 

^ir Evelyn tyrant Duff has crowned a long series of 
generous contributions to the Museum with the per¬ 
mission to </boose from his collection of Parthian 
coins* which he acquired chiefly during his stay in 
Persia as Secretary of Legation, any specimens needed 
for the National Collection. The selection has been 
made liberally, and includes a large number of finely 
preserved drachma, and some rarities. 1 mention a 
triobol (?y $ wt, L70 grammes (26-8 grains), of Orodss I 
I'cp. Petrowicz Catalogue, Tnf xL 23); drachms of 
Vardanes II (as B.M.G, No. 1), without side-loops to 
fhe helmet, and of Vol&gases IV (as B.JVLG,, No. 17; 
bust facing, with small tuits of hair); and particularly 
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brilliant specimens of the early Archer type and 
of the coinage of" Siiiat races, Plumtea Ill 3 and 
Mithradates III- 

As curiosities in the matter of standard I note the 
weights, 4-74 grammes (73-l grains), 14 of a badly 
blundered drachm of the time of MIthradates 1 (as 
No. 30. but of flatter make), and a drachm of 
Phraates II (as RM.C., No. 13J weighing 4-50 grammes 
(70-4 grain sc The Petrovvicz Cat alogue also records 
the following high weights: 4 7H fPhriapatius.No. 4); 
4 70 (Orodes T. Na 104). 

Ni'UitTHKHR CxAUI*. 

i)ht \—Kudo bead L ; on n*ds T upaitte down t boar r, 

fate — Homed horse and driver r,; below boar r*; in 
ikld r. rosette. 

Palo A 7 . SI nun, WL 3 24 grammes (50 grains), 
[PL it la. 

One of a hoard of ton discovered by some Canadian 
soldiers near Lens. 1 " Three in all have been acquired 


14 If this Li Hot a inpr^ .lecideal, it may be due to the mJluciie* 
of Ulo 1 ntlrau abndanl 

v i ihiB htatement of Uni provenaiiM as it made to me 
% the vendeir, a (Junadian loldkn it duns or July !91&- In 
{Vtobor Ml* I saw bov tin other |ii»_-ucK of Ihe tamo typeft. (?aid to 
ba?o been found near Leni thm confirming the fir*t story- A< 
ki Inter date a similar piece ahowti, and deteribed com log 
from a find of several thousand not far from tens. On March 24, 
l&19 r a soldier showed me two siraitor pieces which he vaid he 
found himself in a large pitcher in tt gun-pit at Noum-E^tiis in 
August. lUl* : with them were other " blank*" coin*—presumably 
bronze- which be <clU not keep- Then* were only two gold | iec^-p. 
On the tame March 24 I was shown another specimen procured 
at Rouen by a medical officered described as coming from a fail 
of several thousand** The type wee elmout, if not entirely, 
unknown in gold bpforts and J doubt if it C4in have been turned 
up in more than one plim within so *hort a period. The aWe 
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by the Hussain. They are oi‘ interest as shotting 
thflt certain bronze coins attributed to the An lord 
Ebnrovices have always been illustrated, so far as the 
obverse id concerned, upside down, owing to the fact 
that the boar„ which is placed upside down under die 
head, is the only recognizable feature. 1 * 

(i F, Hill. 


i-bjpcirtj <in? wort}i recording to iliotif tbt of ^attm^ 

al the truth in micb butters, 

ts Gp. PL XL 12 with Biimchtit, T*uti4 t i, p. 323. No. 2'AB ; ami 
tnj Dole in a ruftbeotaipff part of the jfrrilr 



II. 

THREE RARE SELEUCID GOINS AXI) THEIR 
PROBLEMS, 

[See 71 ,Ate HI.) 

The problems which cl aster thickly around the 
aories of coins isiiieJ by the SdIoiicuI kings of Syrift 
are of two kinds, Those of ibe first kind, which are 
the more difficult, are concerned with the proper clLissi- 
Mcatiou of the e.irlbw pieces. At present tin* data are 
scanty end confusing. Those of the second, which 
arise from the c<'ins after Antioclius Epiphanes, axe 
really problems of interpretation; for example, the 
elucidation of monograms, or attempts to fit the 
coins in with the literary history of the dynasty, 
or to test by them lhe conjectures which have been 
made to supply the blanks left in that literary history. 
' Tho present paper is an endeavour to tackle one or 
two questions of the latter sort, and from the con¬ 
sideration of a few rare pieces, to throw out some 
suggestions, which, if they arc not satisfactory as final 
solutions, may at least provoke n discussion which 
will help to that end. 

Tho first centres around a Phoenician tetrad inch m 
of Alexander Balafc 

Its description is as follows;— 

Obv , — Bust ff Alexander Bnlim to right with diadem 
and chinny*, neatly (fed on the right shoulder. 
Border of dots. 

wcu<»* ep*i» , Talk lit, mil* nr. R 
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Jfffir.— BAX I AEflX [AAESANAPOY Eagle with 

closed wings, standing to J- os l1is> ran cf n 
voiael; a palm-branch iKrhind its right shoulder. 
In field r,, date EZP nml below ^ j in field 
L, s club, 5 tirm Quilted by the monogram of 
Tyre t. All within a border of dots. 

jIL Weight* 221-5 grai n a. Size, mm* 27. Axis, f, 
Phoenician tetrad rachm< [Fh III. 1*] 


The tetradriiehm is naturally of the ordinary Phoe¬ 
nician and not the Attic standard of weight 

Its special interest lies in tho date. Unfortunately 
the coin, although in other respecta excellently pre¬ 
served, is not well centred, and there is a weak spot 
in the striking of the reverse, or perhaps rather part, 
of the surface has dated off, as is so often the case 
with the Phoenician pieces of Seleueid kings., carrying 
with it the tphUnnia p so to speak, of the letters AE in 
the legend and the last numeral of the date, Still 
there can he no manner of doubt as to the date, which 
reads EI r t the final f* obviously standing for P. 

* A similar specimen at Paris was published in the 
Nummmttiquei 1910, pp. 134-5, Xo, 499. with 
the monogram CEB between the eagle's legs.and Alionnct. 
SuppUment, viii,42 t No. £19, describes another; but the 
coin la lacking in most of the public collect ions and 
lias not appeared in. a sale catalogue for many yearn. 

The data EZP is 165 of the Seleueid Era and eon^- 
sponds to 148-147 b.c. 

The comparative rarity of this data is the mom 
surprising, because there is a very complete series of 
these Phoenician tetradrochma of the Tyrian mint 
throughout the whole reign of Balas from BZP a, -., 
/.+‘ 151 until ZIP 146 u,o* f when Dome- 
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trhia II succeeded to the throne of his defeated and 
murdered predecessor, and in turn continued them. 

There appear to have been three distinct regular 
issues every year, characterized by the letter or mono- 
grams M or X, (SB or more carelessly ZB S and B or 
HP- In the ease of Bafas these appear in the tie Id 
L lirelow the date, and in the ease of his successors 
usually between the eagle's leg^ 

The rarity of the date is the more re mark able 
because I possess a drachm of this year [PL HI. a], 
which appears to he one of the only two examples 
of drachma under Alexander from Tyre, the other 
being of the following year with the monogram fip 
icide Fenerley Bey Sale Catalogue, Sot., 1912 5 Egger, 
Vienna, So. 705), while Babelon (805) * publishes a 
di drachm of this year with monogram EB. 

The year ESP is almost as rare in tho Sidou issues, 
and as far as I have been able to discover is repre¬ 
sented solely by a tetrad rach in in the Hunter Catalogue 
(iii, p + m t No- 60 ) and a dldmchm in the Jameson 
Co I lection (No. 1712)* 


* D/\ Macdonald lm» published a similar ifmdiui to mlm' \n the 
Ztifithriji ylr voL xiii, p|>« U0 F 97 + No* 19, which 1 h 

illustrated on PL iv. 18. In his de-criptiem: he sail that the 
dutch m shown under I ho iUte, on the reverse, the letter# AT, ami 
has an A between tbo eagle** logs- 1 have, of course, never seen 
the original piece* hat only the H lustration, and from a careful 
comparison with my coin \ venture to su^j^ett that the A between 
the eagle’s legs is the top outline of the ram, Since thh paper 
h ;lb been in the pres# I have obtained n second druchin of 
with tho memoj^nitu EB : so that the Tjrkn mint was apparently 
in foil activity in the mil year. 

s He/vwinces to Babe] on throughout this paper always Indicate 
hi* JSojV dr >yji> T 

T The Hermitage possesses a copper coin -truck at Ascalon r/ 1 , 
with dote LE^Pr Jmw* intent. ?iii, p, L r jt3 p ffo. 492. 

cj2 
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It is fair then to conclude that there was something 
abnormal happening in the Phoenician mints, and 
confirmation of this may perhaps bo found in the 
splendid tetradrachin of Attic weight, which Bala* 
struck with the reverse Zens seated, holding a thunder¬ 
bolt instead of a Nike in his right hand, and having 
the same date EZP and £1 AO in the exergue (B. M. C- + 
PL xv. 6* and Egger, Vienna Sale Catalogue, Nov., 
1913 t No. 756). 

Is there anything to account for a dislocation La the 
Phoenician minis during the year EZP, with a con¬ 
sequent short issue and corresponding rarity of the 
coins of this date ? 

A reasonable clue seems to lie in the action of the 
Egyptian king, Ptolemy Philometor* 

Alexander Balaa r it will be remenibored t owed his 
throne to Ptolemy "a assistance as later ho lest it 
through his opposition. Ptolemy had regarded the 
ambitious of Demetrius I as a menace to his safety in 
Egypt, and had put forward Balas as the reputed son 
of Epiphanes to dispute his claim* Once Balas was on 
the throne and Demetrius dead, Ptolemy had sought 
to bind his protege more closely to his interests by 
giving him his daughter Cleopatra as wife. Alexander 
apparently fixed his court at Ptofomals h where he also 
established a mint (c/. Bab. f 797, and K M* C. t p. 52. 
No. 8, etc), although the only issues were of At tie 
weight, and no money of Phoenician type and weight- 
comes from Pfolemais until the second reign of 
Demetrius II. when a fotradrachm bearing the date 
ETTP r i.& ISIj A*B*or P2S-127 n.c.« with the monogram 
|fj usually interpreted os Ptofomais, is so assigned by 
Babelon (No. 1194), 
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Un the other hand, as Babelon (p, exxvrl points out, 
Ptolemy himself issued a tetrad rachm at Ptole umis 
with the eagle reverse and of Phoenician weight in 
AZP, Le m 161 A.s. or 152—151 b,c +i the 3 T car before 
Balaa marriage to Cleopatra, and the latter's issues 
of similar coin a from the mints of Tyre, Sidon, and 
Berytos simply carried on what Ptolemy had done* 

Ptolemy, however, did not find hia son-in-law the 
success he had hoped- Alexander's life of folly and 
excess soon raised up a rival in the person of 
Demetrius II, the elder son of Demetrius I, a lad of 
about fourteen years of age, who, In 113 147 a*c*, was 
brought from Asia Minor, where he was being educated, 
to displace Alexander, 

Alexander was for the moment saved by the help of 
the Jews, but Ptolemy had no intention of allowing 
a Hairs to be settled in Syria apart from his approval and 
permission. With fleet and army he promptly crossed 
to Palestine, and in the year 143-147 placed garrisons 
in the Phoenician cities to secure his interests. 

T bad come to the conclusion that this intervention 
of Ptolemy accounted for the dislocation of the 
Phoenician minks in EZP, when Professor Oman kiudty 
reminded me of a tetrad me hm which strongly con¬ 
firms my arguments 

In I AH n. c* Ptolemy struck a tetnidracbm at Ptolemais, 
Two specimens are described in Tk rou 

Kpdrou? twit JlruAr^aicort p. 224, Ho. I48fi. 

The obverse boars a Wfcll-execnted head of Ptolemy 
Philometor and the reverse the usual eagle with corn¬ 
stalk over its right shoulder. 
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The inscription is: 


nTOAEMAfOV ) 
4HAOMHTOPOI, 1 


OEOV r. 


In the held 1. is ffl and between the feet and tail of 
the eagle is 1 A1 A. which Svoronos interprets as 
AiyvnTDv L AT 5 = year 33 = 148 n.c. {vide PL xlviiL 


19 , 20 ), 

It was only then at the dose of the year, when 
Ptolemy had seen the trouble through* that Alexander 
was a I lower! to resume his authority. The issue for 
ESP must have been unusualty short, and the rarity 
of this date follows, whether the money was struck 
before the intervention of Ptolemy at the beginning 
of the year or after it at the end, In either case the 
mini seems to have censed working for the greater 
part of EEP. 

The second problem has the merit of being highly 
disputable, and arises from a hitherto unpublished 
tetradrachm ofAutiochas VlU T of which the description 
is as follows i — 


Qbv ~—Diademed head of Aniiochua te right- Border 
of dots. 

Jfcv-BAZIAEfll (r.)* ANT 10X0Y (L). Eagle 
standing on thunderbolt to h ; in field i% S^P 
in field L £. Border of dots. 

AL Weight, 200 grains ; size p 27 o mrn + j ails *. 

Phoonicmn Tot rad rath m, [ FL I II. 3.1 


The problem is the interpretation of the monogram 
It occurs with some frequency on tetradrachms both 
of Attic and Phoenician weights from Cleopatra Thea 
to Antiochns IX (Cyzicenns), as the following table 
shows: 
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Attic weight- 
(iW- Cornucopian| 

Oleupatm Then XFTP 85, 1 

(m\ EensJ 


Cleopatra and 
Antiodius Vril 


I Mv collection 
[Pi. m. 4 + ] 

Hunter. Cat., iibfiG 1 
A/^P Bab., 135 L under 
throne 

B*1P Bftk, 1350 k under 

throne 


BSP B r M.CM M 6 


AlltLOchllK VIII 


AntioctiVB IX 


Phoenician weight, 
Irct 1 . Engle) 


XHP Bab., 1 -m 

HUP Bak + l&m 

BSP Bak, 185? 

under £ ff] 

nnH ' Bjlk, 1358 

^Mb.BLC., 85/1 
SSP My collection 

BM.C. r 012 
[PL III, 5 .J 
Bah, 1457. 


LAE 


In addition to the above dated ietr&drftchms the 
B*M> C p . has a cha)cons of Cleopatra and Autiochus, 
86 /& t figured PI. xxiiL 5, with £ and the date ©HP, of 
which I have a specimen. 

Two suggestions have been offered as to the meaning 
of the monogram. 

Gardner, In the IL M C. of the Helen cid Kings 
of' Syria, following de Snuloy, proposal to read it an 
Sycaminn, but Babtilon has sufficiently dispos'd of that. 
In bttdiff on p. clsxvii of his Introduction , alt hough 
Ike passage is rather confused, the latter appears to 
think it stands for AEY, i.c. cJtnJAcu\ at least when it is 

combined with and this opinion has been shared 

by others, despite its vagueness. Of course there arc 
many towns which might lay claim to the epithet. 
It hardly seems sound* however, to suppose that so 
indefinite a monogram should be placed by itself as 
n definite mark upon a coin, especially as in most 
cases if stands alone. 
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!(■ we dismiss such an interpretation. it remains that 
the monogram indicates either a person or a place. 

™ Ie88 st » tl mark of value, which la extremely 
unlikely. 

Tbe fact that it occurs over the space of n com¬ 
paratively few years, vis. from 1*!S s.o. to 113 or 112 
n.c, at the outside, would lend colour to tile idea that 
it is the name of some person, magistrate, or monetary 
official, and then the puzzle would remain insoluble, 
bnt the further fact that it occurs in the reigns of 
both Antioch us VIII and Antiocbus IX. who were 
bitterly hostile to one another {much as the monogram 
E 1 with the forepart of a home and three arrows in 
the band of Apollo and a circular legend occurs on 
a aeries of coins of the earlier Selaucidsj, seems fatal 
to the theory that it represents the name of a person. 

I am therefore driven to conclude that it is th* 
name of some mint place; and this is confirmed by 
the unusual type of the revere. 

In order to appreciate this point more fully I sug¬ 
gest that the coin should be connected with coins of a 
similar type, though presenting different monogram*. 

Of these I would set out as typical the following: 


King 

Mark left 

Mart right 


Trypbou 

h 

la 

Bab, 1(67 

Demetrius II 

g 

EITP 

Bab., 119 i 

AutkichuB VIII 

AP 

ISP 

Bnl>„ 1391 


AP 

HSP 

Bah,, 1390 

Antiocluja IX 

Al 

LAE 

B^lh ■ 1405 

A 

LBI 

Bab., 1438 


($| clmd^d hf&n 
ear of hurley 

L^ 



* Vid* Imhoof-BJuaiw. "7,ut IfflniJnindo tier Sek-ulriden •• 
AHMifMHixcfttf Ztitvhnft, vi. rlxvij, 1913 , Taftl i. 
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Witlt the 3£ tetradraclms tJaese all present an eagle 
on a thunder-bolt without a palm or coni' stalk over 
the shoulder. They are at least first cousins in type, 
and curiously are all below average weight for Phoe¬ 
nician tetradrachms of such ascertained mints as Tyre, 
Sidon, or Barytas. 

The study of tha monograms which they present Is 

interesting. 

There is a striking similarity between the monogram 
upon tie coin of Tryphon nnd the first upon that of 
Demetrius 11, though I do not venture to make any 
guess at it: the second monogram on the Demetrius 
piece (ft) is obviously Ptoleinnia. 

The three monograms on t he pieces of Antioehus VIII 
seem to be differently executed attempts at the same, 
which would then he in its lull form on the second, AP. 

The first of Antiochufl IS might also be identical, 
but the last stands by itself, though the presence of 
the ear of barley should be noted. 

The coin of Tryphon suggests a further clue. Them 
are coins of hla struck at Ptolemais and Ascalon, the 
attribution of which is indubitable. As this piece 
differs from the true Phoenician mint typo by the 
absence of the corn stalk or the palm, the conclusion 
is irresistible that it belongs to some Palestinian mint, 

Why should not all the rest be Palestinian also ? 
Thera is no difficulty about the Demetrius coin, 
Ptolemais, us I said s claims it, and even if the other 
monogram is t\iu name of some official it does not 
matter. 

On the same lines 1 suggest that all these pieces 
arc Palestinian. The ear of barley h a symbol quite 
usual in Palestinian coin-types, e*g. of ^epphorls, 
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Neapolia, or Anthedon—and would be ent ire I y con¬ 
sonant with a Palestinian origin. 

That brings toe back to the £ pieces. 

On the above argument they ought to be Palestinian. 
£ has always m far been read as if the upper 
dement were npsilon, There is no reason why it 
should not be kappa. 

The tempting thing then was to see in it not A£Y 
as fiabdoti, but AUK, the obvious monogram of Ascalon* 
This, I think, can hardly be sustained for two reasons. 
There is a series of Ascalon coins of Cleopatra and 
Antiochtis, of Antiochus VIII, and of Antioehus IX. 
All of them present the eagle with the palm-braneh. 
Besides, it is really difficult to find the element of a 
true alpha in £. That would require 3^1, 

The alternative seemed then to be ZKY, and that is 
what I propose to make of It, suggesting Scythopolis. 
the ancient Bethsban, as the place of minting. 

In itself this is entirely appropriate. Scythopolb 
was the key to Eastern Palestine. With the loss of 
it to the Jews in 107 nx. the Seleucid power declined 
for ever in the Holy Land. The attribution only 
remains to be tested by the ascertained facts. 

Perhaps 1 may here bo allowed a short digression to 
point out that this method of isolating mints as it 
were by peculiarities of typo—here, of course, tln a 
eagle without palm or corn-stalk—has already been 
employed with fruitful results 4 by Dr. Macdonald in 
dealing with the tetradrachms of the earlier Antiochi. 
distinguished by a wing in the diadem. Tima fixing 


6 IVcfc “Early S^leucad Port mi ti ■*, Jottnrtrf of HttUnh Stud ft?, 
vot jcmE p 1003. 
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this typo as & peculiarity of the mint of Alexandria 
Troaa, he wits able to present a sequence of portraits of 
different kings, and wiped out the error, into which 
it was so easy to fall, that the winged diadem w&* 
the particular mark of Antiochua It or Antiochus 
Hicrax. 

Seythopolb, then, os the mint place of the t. terra- 
drachms is entirely appropriate. It was bound to be 
a place of importance for the Selene ids, if they were 
to retain any hold at all over the country; and in¬ 
evitably with the loss of it to John Hyrcauus and the 
Jews in 107 ii.c, their power declined in the Holy 
Laud. 

The attribution—so theoretically simple - remains 
then, as I said, to be tested by the ascertained facts of 
the extraordinarily tangled history of the latter year* 
of the second centuty in ord&r to prove or dis¬ 
prove an interpretation which I submit with confidence 
is attractive* 

John Hy rearms, the son of the heroic Simon Macca- 
6>aeim, had returned to Judaea after the sordid murder 
of his father, some time before the spring of 1^9 n.c. 
The news of the death of AnLioclnts VII (Sidotos} in 
Parthia encouraged him to push the Jewish frontier^ 
outward §, 

He moved across the Jordan and southwards in 
Id tuna ea, but hie success in the north did not reach 
beyond Mount Gemim* The Seleucid^ therefore 
vontkm&d to hold Phoenicia and Palestine with 
Ptobmais on the coast and Scythopolis on the cant as 
their strategic centres, a tact which I believe to be 
illustrated by the Palestinian tetradmehm {Balt., I357», 
w hich combines the monograms i and HI This would 
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fit well in with the issue of the £ type in XTTP, 126-125 
me., and HTIP, 125-124 r.c* 

Then a gap in the dates might Wellcome, for Alexander 
Zebina p after defeating Demetrius II near Damascus 
in 125 u.c,, certainly held some mastery of Palestine 
and struck a drachm at Ascalon of the true Phoenician 
type in OTTP, L24-1SS u,e, (B. M. 81/1), This 
mastery is further confirmed by the four ietradrachms 
of Attic weight with the ret* Zeus seated, upon two 
of which occurs the monogram %. dated QTTP, ASP, 
BSP t struck by Cleopatra and Anti oc bus V11L This 
would seem to show that their hold upon Palestine 
liad been weakened by the campaigns of Alexander, 
though doubtless Ids alliance with Pboleamy VIII 
(Pliyscon), who hud really put him upon the Scleucid 
throne, may account for the Assn I OH drachm* 

However that may be, Ptolemy became reconciled 
with Antioehus and gave him his daughter Tryphaena 
to wife. This alliance proved fatal to Alexander, who 
retired to Antioch after a defeat, and soon was delivered 
up to Antiodnu, who forced him to take poison h in 
126-122 a. c. 

Goeie-Syria was thus freed from the influence of 
Alexander and we might expect the f. issue to begin 
once more, if it is referable to a Palestinian mint. 

That is exactly what did take place. 

It reappears in EJ^P 121-120 a.c*, aiul + as evidenced 
by Ehetotradraclmi l am discussing, in ^P. 117-116 b c. t 
and of course possibly in the interval. 

Antioehus IX then came upon the scone and was 
particularly successful in Palestine, Grypus was 
driven out and retired to Aspendus in 113-112 n c. 
The next issue of the S typo occurs during his exile. 
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Antiochns FX struck in LAI, 112-111 b.c., when 
Grypus* returned to continue the Feud with his 
brother. The natural outcome TO the forward Jewish 
move, find in 107-106 0 , 0 . Scythopolb felL There are 
no later £ type issued. 

One more point- 

A glance at the table of cognate tetradMohms in no 
way upsets the above attempt to fit in the dates with 
the history: and the fact that the latest was issued in 
107-106 b.c. ? and therefore presumably before the 
fall of Scythopolis and the loss of Palestine to the 
Solenoid^ tends to corroborate the suggestion that 
these tetradmolims with an eagle minus palm-branch 
or eom-sUlk are- Palestinian and helps to make out a 
case for the proper interpretation of £ being Scy¬ 
the poli a* 

The last problem arises from a tetradrachni of 
Philip Philadelphus with the new Hate £K. 

The description is as follows:— 

Qbi \—Diademed head of Philip with (Virmal curls to 
right Bead and reel border, 

[B ! All AE[I1Zj At fl fl Q t V J r. down¬ 

wards ; |E] 11I # AN O Y[I1 [♦ l A A &E A ♦ 0 YJ 

L downwards. Laureate Zeiss, naked to waist, 
gits on a high-backed throne to I., with his 
chhrniyu in wide folds over his knees* his r, 
leg drawn hook* He holds in his r, hand 
a wingless Nike crowning him and in hi* l a 
long sceptre. 

Beneath the throne h A, in Front of hi* legs 
Xz * in the exergue 


■ An an interesting r*lic of rbat exile I suggest that the 
Alexander type of tetiadracbm {Mfllkr, 12Qft-120Bi of Atpcmlu* 
( AD mrionily dated, as J A. und eoontmferuck with an anchor 
was authorized by Grjpws [TV III U F 7). tp the counter mark 
on tbo tclTadmcbna* of flii'e [F\- HI- fl]- 
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so 

All within a wreath of laurel leaves and Bernes, 
tied Wuv and meeting above In a thunderbolt 

with ^ on the I- 

(The snulbioas of the flan leaves only the 
faintest trace of the wreath.) 

A* Weight, 229-5 grains; sine, 20 mm.; axis f, 
Attic tetrad raokm. [Ft- III, B.] 

Tbe special interest of the coin lies in the new date 

It forms part of a series which exhibits the following 
1 1 atas 1 

01 = U\ too 6; Bab*, 154L 

K = 20. Bnk f 1542. 

BK = 22, Bsk, 1544, 

KA = 24, Bub., 1545. 

, = 30, My collections 

ZK =s 27, H [PLm.iL] 

The six all present the same monograms— ^ on the 
reverse before the knees of Zens and A beneath the 
throne. 

Unquestionably the monogram ft?" stands for Antioch 

All have the same small flan, which plays havoc with 
the legend, and the head of Philip is flat and uninspired 
with crude formal hair, while the Zeus on the reverse 
is large and coarsely executed and the legends are 
composed of lettering which is square and unusually 
tall. 

I possess an undated tetradrachaq very similar in 
style, with the same monogram of Antioch but with 
beneath the throne and £ within a winged thunder* 
bolt in the exergue, and most remarkable of all Nike 
presents Zeus with a t>alm instead of a wreath.* 

U'ionnet lSa jup 1+ viit -387 1 after Sestioi gives tbe date* AKJ, 
ZK 2 , 0 KZ- These, if correct would be respectively u.c. 02/ 1 * 
£q'9&, 84/fifl, n signing these to the on I inary Selcticid cut: but 
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The only other known date on a teiradraehm of 
Philip in KA [Bn b., 1543), of which happily 1 possess 
an excellent specimen [pi. III. IOj* 4 

This, however, has the monogram p and appears to 
have been struck upon a larger dan. The piece 
described by Babelon, although holed, is the heaviest 
of the series, and mine, on a large oval flan, weighs 
241 grains. Details of treatment, e.g k in the wreath, 
suggest that although the style was modelled upon the 
others m the series it was executed by a different 
artist 

What then is the significance of this intermittent 
series ? 

Is it merely the accident of time and chance that we 
do not possess the other dates or t considering the 
quantities of Philip's coins which have come down to 
ns, is it more likely that they were never issued ? 

I will try and set out the reason * which incline mt 
to believe that the series was intermittent. 

Assuming that Philip d adopted the new Seleucid 
era, which began when Qrypns returned from exile 
in Aspendus, 111/LLO b>o,, there does seem to be good 
ground for the intermittent series in the fluctuations 
of the fortunes of Philip, before he passed into the 
obscurity which so decently veils the pitiable collapse 
of the Sekuci Js, and on the other hand the coins do 
help us to determine with some creditable accuracy 


no spec!iiiCiia bearing these date* arc known to-day and fWifiia 
leading! iire not above suspicion. If tie imugim'd the E fc ihen 
(crhiips what should be read b AK. ZK, and 0| T because GK 
would be ti Lit— for Philip. 

* Vith AVw, < 7rrow., 4tb s-eriee. voL vii, PJ. k. 7, 

1 Piik Ikiub Hwt i Nttm t New Edition, 1911 r p. 771 {foot}. 
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the chronology of the contusing events in the last 
turbulent years of the quarrelsome sons of G-rypua. 

The year 0t {D-i/93 uo.1 would see Antioch in the 
power of Philip after his twin brother Antiochus XI 111 
was drowned in the Oronfces, while Antioelms X, 
Eusebes, and Demetrius III remained his rivals to the 
throne. This would make the issue of the first coin quite 
natural, and as in the nest year, although Eosebes was 
holding out.* he was in alliance with Demetrius and 
undisturbed at Antioch, because Demetrius had chosen 
Damascus for his capital, the coin dated K (9&J92 rc.) 
obviously follows. 

Immediately after this Demetrius obtained possession 
of Antioch, although he had not art yet broken with 
Philip, and the ascendancy of Demetrius at Antioch 
might account for the tetrad ruchm dated KA {92/91 
b,c.) with the monogram which might possibly 
bo Came * 11 or more probably a subsidiary mint of 
Antioch 

It was not ui the nature of things that brotherly 
love should long continue among the Solenoids and 
Philip appears to have asserted his old rights by 
the issue of the Antioch tetrad rachm, dated BK (01/90 

B.G.). 

Whether this was the cnunr# belli, or whether for 
other reasons Demetrius resented Philip's authority, 
at all events in the next year war broke out between 
the two, and found Philip at Eeroca. Demetrius 


w Tbr i r. in-. of AnUoflhui X[ (MeuxIcnaM in Z.f. X. T.xlj: r i 1912), 
P3 r tJD, from Berlin Collection—a tottoiJmchtn—dud the ehfilcon.^ 
Bab r , 153&) ure ooduted. 

11 Ftofe user Oman aag^^li Liirhsia, ju a p^ibiliiy. 
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marched to besiege him* The absence of an Antioch 
tetradrachm for KP, 99/89 b.c., is therefore easily ex¬ 
plained. None has come to light so far. Philip's ally, 
Strato of Beroea, called Mi thrai lutes of Part hi* to their 
help. The tables were immediately turned. Demetrius 
was defeated and taken prisoner to Parthia, while 
Philip because once more master of Antioch and could 
Issue the tetradrachm (89-HK is,a). 

But his troubles were not yet ended- There still 
remained his youngest brother^ Antiocbus XJX who 
dubbed himself with grandiloquent titles, Dionysos, 
ICpiphanes, Plii!opator T Kail in ikes. He had established 
himself at Damascus and Philip regarded him as a 
dangerous rivaJL 

It may only bo a coincidence, but it Is a curious one, 
that a tetradrachm exists at Dresden of Autioehiw XII, 
dated A^KE^* which Be van/ 4 following a slip on tlve 
part of Babelon, says is *227. It is, of course, 256 and 
corresponds with the missing year of Philip’s series 
KE, or R7/86 ac. 

Philip unsuccessfully attacked Damascus in the 
absence of Antioohus on an expedition against the 
Nabataean Arabs, but soon afterwards An Hoc hus was 
killed upon a second expedition. 

Philip was left in possession. 

It must have been then that he struck the fcetra- 
drachm dated CK — Le* H7 86 ti c. —which has served as 
an excuse for this disquisition* 


lS This i§ how the coin Ea illustrated in Bub., p. oiiiiL There ii 
disunity abut the A- It should bo L if it ia the sign for rr«n| 
bat paidibly it iv idcorrootly dnurn from tbo odjfiruiL 
la Bcrtn T Ho us* o/Wenatter* vo\. ii, p. 2B 1 5 n. 3- 

P' iri±u, , TOU 1(1, iEiJU IT. 


t> 
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The date ZK. i,t. b, c.. which I have acquired 
since I first wrote this paper, would carry on the series. 
Lind possibly KH. i.e. 85, 84 h.c., was also issued before 
Tigranes of Armenia settled the family bickerings of 
the Seloucid house for ever, 


Edgah Eooicrh, 


1IL 


THE LAST ISSUES OF GOLD AND SILVER 
FROM THE SENATORIAL MINT OF ROME 

Tun exact dating of the series of rare aurei and 
denarii which, while invariably referring to Augustus 
as Emperor, bear the names of fifteen different 
moneyed, has long been a minor numismatic cnu. 
The various systems proposed are set out iu tabular 
form by Laffinuichi in his article on hF La Monetazioue 
di Augusta, Zocca di Roma M \I\ fir. Ital n 1914, pp. 307 ff-) 
It will be sufficient for my present purpose to remind 
my readers that the dates assigned to this coinage 
have generally been 20-16 or*l3 d.c i though Grueber t 
in his Catalogue of Corns of Me J toman Republic, 
following the arrangement of Count do Sails, has 
signed them to the years 16, 14, 12, 8, and 6b.c0 
My object here is to submit, and, if possible, establish 
by proof a system differing materially from any yet 
suggested. I will first set out in tabular form the 
arrangement I propose, with justificatory notes at¬ 
tached, and will then deal a little more folly with 
the general question involved. 


Thit smangemont, bused mainly an ground* of *tyl# t apjiftLrt 
ciuelh-nt. far a* the grQupintf of Lbc money eri ie eOneemed : 
the dating is Tendered irelkiigh ini possible by the bi&toricat 
evidence (tooted below, 

D 2 




tL UATTrtSOLY 


m 


17 

But. 


1 

Dati Money ebs Notes 

lb P. Petrois i u & TurpilLu mis Undoubtedly col- 
(2) L, Aquifliua Florufi (eaguee* owing to 

HR) M. Ikirunufr smulftrity of types 

find stylo. Refer to restoration of Parthian 
standards and submission of Armenia (2 0 a*c B ). 

Durmiuji uaes obverse a head of Hoims. 
Aquillius a head of Virtns. These two divini¬ 
ties were worshipped together in Rome, eleicI 
in 17 &e + Augustus altered the date of ti 
festival held In their honour I Dio Cassius. Hv, 
IS. 2). 

II 

14) L, Yi nidus 


16 

R*C* 


? Consul 5 it. Ok 
(the restoration of 
the name in tfie 
FjLsti is not certain). 

1.5) CL AuUstius Vitus Consul 0 b.c, 

|(JS L. Meseinius Rufus 

The date of this college is fis&d by the imperial 
titl^TR. P.VII and f R. P. VI11, giwn on tlw 
coins. There ns e allusions to the Seeukr Gaines 
of 17 s.c_ r and the departure of Augustus for 
Gaul 1 Gim:\ 


15 

DLC, 


(7) M. Sartqmnius 


III 


14 

B,C. 


Refers to Secular 
Gainey. 17 s.c. 

0) P. Lieiniiis Stole 

1$) Q- Rustius (?) Refers to FOft- 

TVNA REDUX— perhaps alluding to the 
departure of Augustus from Rome, 10 s,c. 

Sanquiurus and Stole were certainly col¬ 
leagues—hath striking brass a* well us gold 
and silver. Q. Ru&iius is a doubtful third 
in the college, 

IV 

(10) Co sens Corn el ius Lou i ulus Consul 1 iu(\ 

(11) L- Cornelius l^niulua Consul R h*i\ 

(12) la, Cnninlus Gallus Consul 2 b.c, 

C. Antistlus Vetus fc IITvir a. n* a, f. f. in 
10 tLr., was ruhsul in 6 sa; L. Vimcius. 
IITvir in 10 ilc. s probably consul In 5 n.c. It 
is a practical certainty then that these throe 





GOLD AND SILVER OF THE SENATORIAL MINT. *37 


uiolHjara 110-12], wlio only reached the con¬ 
sulship several yKirs Inter* mu^t have bold 
office at iho mint later siud not earlier than 
the nioneyeis of It] b, c, This clear hiatafkal 
indication—fun da mental for dating f h e series— 
has been, strangely neglected!. Cossus Corne¬ 
lius Lent ulus shows us Agrippa wearing n 
mural crown, while Gall us shows a Gallic 
(not a Parthian) warrior kneeling and ottering 

si standard. 

L. Cornelius LentuJus is linked up to lH'j 

and (12) 

0) by the similarity of bis cuins, 

(it) by the date of his consulship, compared 
with theirs. 

V 

«(13) C, Marius* Refers to Agnppo, Julia his wife, 
’ tiEid their sous Cams mud Lucius Caesar, 

0 - (14) 0. Suipicius Plitorinua. Rufer* to Agrippa as 
** c “ I colleague of August m i n the tribunkUn pew«e* 

'(15) C. AutLstius Reginua 

This collie 4s obviously Jinked up by its 
types to the preceding one, C + Antriiius 
Regina*, though he Has no contemporary 
historical aJIusioua on his coins, strikes in a 
fctylo bo similar to (13) and (14) that be may 
safely be placed with them. The reference on 
the eoins of this and the preceding college to 
Agrippa and bis I'antily fiairuonixes perfectly 
with the dates here assigned. Agrippa, till 
Ids death in 12 e c, remained in the highest 
favour with Augustus and m 13 iuc, received, 
with him, a ivnewul of the tribuiiicbm power 
for five years, 

The date of college II is certain; those of colleges 
IV and V, practically speaking, certain too—they 
mn$t he after 16 b.c. (see above) and before 12 b*c. 4date 
of Agrippft*s death), The only doubt Is about colleges 
I and HL Col lege I might be assigned to any of the 
years 20, 19, 16, or 17 b.c, I assign it to tbe year 17 b. o., 
because 
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(ij the reference to important events of SO n, c. on 
coins of 17 b.c, need Hot surprise us r since iio event* 
of great importance fell in the intervening years 
l ft and 18 b.c .; 2 

(ii) the references to HON OS and VIRTVS distinctly 
indicate 17 b.c. : 

(iii) if, as is perhaps a jfrribr* probable, our series of 
coins was struck in successive years, we must assign 
these coins to 17 b.c.. or else leave a gap between them 
and those of the next college. If we assign college III 
to 17 a. i\—in itself a possible arrangement—we leave 
the year IS &c. blank. 

College III is therefore assigned to 15 b.c, rather 
i han 1 7 b. c. The a sees o f San qui n i us a u d Stole, gi ring 
Augustus the title of PONT, MAX*, a title only 
received by him in 12 o.* are not genuine con- 

temporaty coins, 3 

The only find which throws light on our problem is 
that of Terranova Pausania (Grueber, op. cit. r vol. ii. 
p. 4%). The latest dated coin of the hoard was a 
denarius of Lugdunum, oho. Head of Augustus Iwire. r., 
AVGVSTVS DIVI f.i IMP.X, Bull butting L; 

date <?. 14—12 b.c + With it were found coins of 
P. Petronius Turpilianus. L. Vinieius and L* Mesomius 
Rufus, Q. Rusting, Cessna Comelitus Lent ulus, and 
L. Caninms Gal I ns. This evidence quite supports the 
date 13 as a lower limit for this coinage. 

Ouo other point deserves attention. The first nine 
money#rs in my airangement use other obverses, as 

3 Cp* rcf&reuca to recovery of Parthian standard* on rre. of 

wremofAugiuLmi with o?r. S>,Q.R p IMP* CAESAR l A VC 
COS. XI TR, POT. Vb (10-17 B c.). 

1 Op, Wilters, (Jtx&irhft drr rTmtitckm Kupfttprtffimp, pp. tSTfl.. 
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wall as thfl head of Augustus, the last six the head of 
Augustus only- Tins is hardly likely to btf the result 
of chance- it looks as if Augustus insisted on this 
point as a preliminary to stopping the issue entirely 
It will be seen that I have assumed that our fifteen 
inoueycre represent five separate colleges of three r 
rfitrli moneyer striking during his year of office and 
each holding office for one rear only. It must be 
admitted. I ihink p as a possibility— 

{i;i that of the three monejers of any year t only one 
or two might, under special conditions, strike coins; * 
f'ij that moneysni may have held office for more 
than one year.* 

But in this particular case the composition of 
colleges I and II is certain, that of colleges IV and 
V very nearly certain, while in college ITT the only 
doubt is whether Q* Rustics h the third of the trium¬ 
virate. Laffranchi's surmise, though reasonable in 
itself, seems to have little or no bearing on our case- 
The second point raised by him is harder to answer. 
The coins issued by college I are so numerous, that it 
realty appears as though they might extend beyond a 
single year. But in the absence of definite evidence 
showing that moneyers continued in office beyond the 
annual term, it seems wiser not to build on the 
possibility. 

The sequence of the money r ors of Augustus in brass 
and copper has been very careftilly investigated by 


* See Liiffninchi, flj> + ttf. P p. 310. 

' Ufl&mohi umuti« thEnia hh nrranfFineat, and ihe pouibility 
ib bome out by the evident quoted in Maimnicti. JfftfiN. StautoraU, 
HiL ii. ik 579, n. which show* that the naniy man wgnlti aometiiucs 
■uctetmrij hold two or three of the offices eoimpuMsg the tfgiuti- 
* p % y iml*. 
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Willecs, * 1 ' and I think we may accept his arrangement,, 
in its main features, as sound, According to him, the 
issues started in e.c. and continued till 21 b.c^ re¬ 
started in 13 b.c. for that year only p then began again 
in 12 s.a and continued till about 7 B.c. f 

It will be seen that this series, fitting on to those of 
gold and silver which wo have been discussing, forms 
a nearly consecutive series from 23-7 d«c.j with only 
three years, 20^18 n. a, blank. It has been suggested 
that the moneyersof gold and silver were a different 
class of official from the money ers of brass and copper. 
There ia no evidence for this view and definite evidence 
against it. The title of the mint-master is definitely 
and clearly 11 Ill vir acre argon to auro fi&ndo ferinndo lf ; 
of our triumvirs M. isanqumtus and R Licmius Stain 
actually struck in brass, ns well as in gold and silver, 
aud the foot that the other colleges struck either gold 
and silver or brass and copper can be fully accounted 
for on grounds of administrative convenience. 

What is the meaning of this sudden revival of the 
issue of gold and silver by the senatorial mint? A full 
discussion of this question would carry me beyond the 
scope of this article, and I must reserve it for a future 
paper, dealing in a more general way with the in¬ 
auguration of the Imperial Coinage. For the present. 
I will briefly Indicate my views, without attempting 
a full proof. 

The senatorial mint, we know, had ceased to issue 
gold and silver in about 36 &a From that time on 
till c. 17 b*cl 3 such gold and silver as was issued was 

* Op* eif., p,120 (T. 

1 Laffrunchi’a mwlifimt^n oi‘ foe jirrajijft'uufnt seecsih unmccesK^ 

Tul; he appear* not to Appreciate Wlfion'i historical argument. 
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entirely provincial—it belonged to what Mommsen 
has termed the u military coinage 1 '* After his final 
triumph over Antony s Augustus issued gold and silver 
in Greece, in Asia Minor, in Egypt, in Gaul (?) p and in 
Spain . 1 We may assume that those coinages were 
valid for the whole Empire, though, no doubt, the 
particular local issues directly served local uses. But 
no similar series of imperial brass was struck. Since 
the senatorial mint had struck no brass since c. 82 no,, 
there must have been an acute need of fresh coinage, 
and we need feel no surprise at the reopening of that 
mint to strike brass in 23 me. The first coins issued 
show the money era 1 names only, all subsequent ones 
the letters SC- ns well. Probably the issue was insti¬ 
gated in the first place by the Emperor. This would 
naturally raise the whole question of the token coinage* 
and Augustus probably not entirely uninfluenced by 
public opinion, definitely abjured all direct control 
over it and placed it in the hands of the Senate. Erora 
this date on* brass and copper were struck at intervals, 
in pursuance of the decrees of the Senate, to meet re¬ 
quirements. Tiie disappem-ance of the money ers p 
names (e. 7 b.c.) was probably due to the fact that this 
city coinage was now designed to bo u general currency 
for the Empire*, and that, ibr this purpose, the mention 
of petty magistrates at Homo seemed superfluous— 
the authority of the Senate, attested by the invariable 
S C , being now the one vital point* 

1 Cp, Luff rune bf a vdry interring of articles on iK la 

Moneturione di Auguato fl in Aj'c, Ji*iL 1912 and fallowing 1 y 00 . 11 * 
Independent reKOitthj commenced in 1&I2 P ha& )cd m*' to limileLr 
roDchoumi. 

1 I must luEmit thut Wilkis Imi r^.Liion to doutt whether 

tlii ^oirui^e extended, in h* hist ui upy mtc p beyond I inly. 

However; 1 let my auj^eefion stand for what it in worth. 




H, MAITIMLY* 


it 

When the senatorial mint bad once reopened to 
strike brass and copper, conservatives must have asked 
themselves Why should it not also issue gold and silver? 

Augustus had not definitely expressed a decision on 
the subject of this coinage ; and if Spain, Greece, and 
Asia were all to have their special issues of coins, why 
should not Augustus allow the Roman mint to issue 
gold and silver, with appropriate reference to himself, 
in the form of obverse portrait or otherwise? Why, 
in foot, should not the mint issue gold and silver* as it 
had been issuing them before 3fi B*a? Augustus, not 
having yet arrived at his definite settlement of the 
question, granted the concession. But he can never 
have intended to allow it to become permanent. In 
14 b.o* arrangements, which must have been some long 
time in preparing, were complete* Lngdunnm, the 
capital of the chief imperial western province, Gaul, 
already, perhaps, one of the provincial mints of 
Augustus, was established as the one great imperial 
mint for gold and silver. This great reform once 
achieved, Augustus closed the senatorial mint for gold 
and silver. He must, it is true, have risked offending 
the conservative sentiment he had previously treated 
with respect} but (1) he had now a definite system of 
coinage to show, instead of a number of more or less 
provincial mints, (2) he still studied conservative 
feeling in so far as to refrain from striking in Rome 
itself. This last step—the opening of au imperial 
mint in Rome—a flagrant violation of Republican 
usage, such as Augustus seldom permitted himself 10 — 
was reserved for the Emperor Caligula. 


SB But Julius f ufrativ bin! pmcfcicaUy diowu the wstv. 
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Mommsen, arguing from the foot that M + Sanquiuius 
and F. Licinius Stolo, alone of all the money era, struck 
in brftss as w&] 1 &s in gold and a liver, very ingenious! j- 
deduced that m their year of office (c< 1j ifo.) the 
senatorial mint finally ceased to coin gold and silver 
and commenced its new issue of imperial brass. This 
theory is now absolutely untenable in view of the 
new dating of the monoyers. We lose the dramatic 
touch so loved by Mommsen—the definite settlement 
of the problem of coinage, once and for all. in a given 
year. But coining nearer to the actual historical 
truth, we find something of much more real interest— 
the cautions and conciliatory movement so charac¬ 
teristic of Augustus, the slow and gradual transition 
from the old system to the new. It b curious that 
Mommsen, who more than any other man taught 
scholars to appreciate the tact and skill with which 
Augustus treated the Senate and respected its rights, 
as those of a partner with him in government, should 
hove failed to detect, this very striking and interesting 
illustration of his thesis. 


The following table gives a brief summary of results : 
A f and At A1 

JM . 

r, 92 Senatorial issues tea 5 ^, 


4 $ First gtiLJ coins struck in 
Rome, on antboritj of 
Julius Caesar. 

44 Head of Julius Caesar 
used ns obvene for 
GOfnA» 

44 After death of Ganor, 
Senate i-ssue- i^old 
through the monejer*. 
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.V And .11 


JE 


r. M 


t. 23 
22 

21 

17 

10 

I& 

14 

14 


13 


Senatorial i-sue* itiue. 
11 Military 11 Urns* in 
province* continue. 


Senatorial hsuOE r^am* 

me&ee« 

Senatorial issues continue 

IP M ll 

ft _ hi II 

Foundation of ^reat isu 
jierifll mini of Lug- 
dumim, 

Senatorial issues cense. 


Senatorial issues leoommoncUi 
*, IP continue. 

" t+ n n 


SjoBo-toml inue. 


< 12 

|f .T 

r.7 


Senatorial UstieH cop tinned 

Munvjdrs" names appear for 
Iwt time* ’ 


H. Mattingly. 



IV. 


THE LARK HILL (WORCESTER) FIND. 

[See Plate IV.] 

I have lately t through the kindness ul Sir Hercules 
Rend, had the opportunity, which [ very much wel¬ 
comed T of examining a find of coins, ckieJly of the 
early Issue of King Henry II. struck between the years 
1156 and 1 lfifi p together with a few foreign coins. After 
a brief description of the English pieces. I propose to 
offer a few notes relative to some of the foreign coins 
included in the find, and to some of the difficulties 
which strew the path of h student of English coins 
when he b confronted with the foreign contents of 
ii hoard of mixed English and foreign coins. 

Tins hoard was recovered at Lark Hill. Worcester, 
about IB50, and is very briefly described in An'ham- 
fottfa, voL sxxvi. The contents roughly were pence, 
cut half-pence, and cut farthings of Henry the Second s 
first inane, now known as of the Tealby typo, about 200: 
seven or eight coins of Anjou, and the like number 
of coins struck by the Abbot of St* Martin do Tours; 
one example of a coin of Odo of Burgundy; a portion 
of a coin of Eustace of Boulogne, and a penny and 
out halfpenny attributed to Band I of Scotland 
Besides the coins there were some rings, some *ai 
with stones or pastes* These latter caused the second 
burial of the hoard in the Mediaeval Department of 
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the British Mutuum. A few speclinens were transferred 
to the Department of Coins in 1S55 ? and it then 
remained untouched until a few years ago, when 
Mr, Brooke removed a few more to the Medal Hoorn. 
They included the single foreign pieces and a few of 
the best specimens of King Henry's coins. 

In order to make the subject of the English portion 
of the Bud more intelligible I must refer to the oksaiti- 
c&taou of that coinage of Henry II which began about 
1156 and ended in 1180 with the establishment of the 
shoiT-ercrss coinage. I dealt with this subject at length 
in a paper read at the British Numismatic Society on 
March 27 last, and in that paper I suggested a method by 
which the hitherto unclassified mm$ of coins might be 
reduced, anyho w in great part, to some kind of order of 
isme. Although collectors have been in the possession 
of large quantities of these coins for well upwards of 
a century, nobody appears to have troubled to notice, 
or rather to describe, the large number of different 
busts which are shown on the coins. Tins I endeavoured 
to do, and I also showed that each of the busts 
was accompanied by a corresponding change m the 
obverse legend. The legends therefore were of con¬ 
siderably help towards classification, as there was less 
difficulty in the majority of cases in deciphering them, 
than there was in making out every detail of the bust 
In th«$e very badly struck coins. 

The obverse Legends on the issue under consideration 
read from liEHRI REX lEMfc'L to IcEllRl alone, and 
r he first word hEIIRJ is the only one in which we do 
uot find abbreviation or absence except by accident. 
Mr. Nathan Hey wood in 1904 gave a list of most of 
these readings, They arc s 
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hEHRl REX TCHGIi 


hEHRI R KG 
hEHRI R JC 
hEHRI R 


LEHR] REX EH6 
BEHRI REX nil 
hEHRI REX KG 
hEHRI REX n 
hEHRI It KllG 


hEHRI RE 
hEHRI REX 
hEHRI 


hEHRI R HU 

I noticed on the coins that within certain limits all 
the coins, say, with the legend hEHRI REX 3EH(?Ii 
bore the same bus* almost precisely in detail. The 
same was the case with coins reading hEHRI REX. 
Thus I have never seen a coin with the longer of these 
two legends bearing the same sort of bust as that 
which appears within the shorter legend* The coins! 
however, reading hEHRI REX HUG are almost exactly 
like those reading HIICrLj in full as regards the bust, 
and those reading RE and REX K permit many com¬ 
parisons with those reading REX. The same holds for 
other groups with other readings. 

An examination of the only two finds I know of 
where the coins under discussion were found mixed 
with other English coins brought out another fact, 
viz, that coins reading REX KtiGL\ in full were found 
in large quantities with the last issues of Stephen rela¬ 
tively to the number of the whole find, whereas where 
short-cro^s coins were present there were hardly any 
REX TCI IC^Ij coins. Thus in the Awbridge find there 
were thirty-one REX 5TUGL coin* with thirty-four 
coins of Stephen, with other Henry II coins in numbers 
up to six. In the Romo find, where the bulk of the 
English colm was of the early short-cross issues, there 
was only cue HEX HUGH coin. Thin led me to plaea 
ciiina reading hEHRI REX aUGIj aa the first of the 
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issue of what we now cull the Tcalby type coins, TLe 
remaining groups were arranged on the well-known 
sequence of the moneyed of Bury- St, Edmunds. These 
money or* were three in number, following each other 
consecutively. They were William, Henry, and Raul. 

William struck coins reading REX RHGL, REX 

It :JS. R: KH, RiftS. Henry' continued with 
R:nG r followed by REX HU and REX: Raul con¬ 
tinued with REX, and added UE and REX If, I have 
therefore arranged the coins accordingly, but instead 
of making a separate class of each of these legends, 
they are in some cases combined as varieties of one 
class where the busts are too much alike to allow a 
class distinction to fall on the legends alone. The 
resulting classification is; 

Class 1. Class II, Class HI. Ginas rY. 

a. REX JTMGli 1 «. R:H j1 REX SET n. REX T 

ft. REX StKG* ft. R;KH* 6. RE* 

c. RjSSG* e. REX n 

Class V. Class VI. 

a. liEMRl 1 Inner circle coins. 1 " 

b, EiEURI, &o. 

Coins of Classes V and VI may require future 
readjustment. 

I can now state approximately the English contents 
of the Worcester find : 

Class L Class II. Class III, Class IV. Class V. L 7 nctossed, 

u. 44 a. 11 4 tt . 42 0 REX 

6, 13 ft. « ft. “ 3 



1 PI. IV, R&tn and b, 1 Pl. IV, Hs. 2. : PL IV, Wo. 3. 

* PI, IV, Wo. 4. 1 PI. IV. tfo, S. ■ PI. IV, Wo, 0. 

T Fl.IV, No*. 7 mid * PI. IV, Wo, ff. 

* FI- TV, Won. 10 and II- r ’ FI. TV. Wo*. 1S-14. 
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The mints represented in the find were Canterbury, 
Carlisle. Dnrhuni, Exeter, Hereford, Ipswich, Leicester, 
Lincoln, London* Newcastle, Northampton, Norwich, 
Oxford, Bury St. Edmunds, Thetford. Wilton, Win¬ 
chester* and York, eighteen in number, or about half 
the mints known to have struck these coins. There 
may* however, be other mints represented in the large 
number of partially or totally illegible coins. The 
mints absent from the find are Bedford* Bristol*Chester, 
Colchester, Gloucester, Ha heater, Lewes, Launceston, 
Lynn* Salisbury* Shrewsbury, Stafford, and Walling¬ 
ford. With the exception of Bristol, Gloucester, and 
Bchester, coins from these mints are very uncommon, 
and those from the three mints just mentioned are not 
to be found easily + 

The coins of Anjou on the obverse bear whlnn an 
inner circle a cross with K and GJ suspended from two 
limbs* outside the circle the legend FVliCO GOMES. 
The field of the reverse is filled by what h known 
as the monogram of FVLGO, also contained within 
ail inner circle outside of which are the words VRBS 
TfHDEGTCV or some parts thereof The coins am 
quite common Fronds feudal coins, but the interest 
nf them is in a consideration of their authorship, 

Thera were Jive Fulkes and five Geoffreys, Counts 
of Anjou before our King Henry inherited the country 
from his father, Geoffrey Plantagenet r Geoffrey V 
siiniRmed fa Ltel- 

The dates of the later Crumbs of Anjou are as fol lows : 

Fnlke III. &87-HMO, 

Geoffrey II, 1040-1060. 

Fnlke IV, 1060-1109, 

Fulke V* 110®-1 im 

Il’UlRU. ruxHjH*., Tat. in, irillfi IT- Jf 


* 
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Geoffrey Plantagenat, 1129-1151, 

Henry II of England, 11511168. 

Henry* 116&-1183 (son of Henry II ). 

Richard Cceu? 1 da Lion, 1183 -1199, 

The coins of the type described are attributed by 
the French authorities to Fulke IV and Fulke V, 

There are other coins of the same identical tyjn^ 
but having the obverse inscription CJOSFRIDVS COS 
or some portions thereof which are attributed in like 
manner to the earlier Geoffrey II and to Geoffrey 
PlaiitAgenet- All these pieces are deniers. There arc 
known obolea bearing the name of Geoffrey of the 
same type as the deniers, but the only obole bearing 
the name of Fnlke has for its reverse that called the 
Chatnl Tournois. aud here I must leave these coins 
of Anjou for the moment to refer to the coins of the 
Abbot of St. Martin de Tours found with them. 

The type of these seven or eight coins is; abc. 
the Chatel Tournois. Legend T SC$ MTlRTINVS. 
Rev* ero&s within an inner circle, legend 

TVRONVS GIVI. The French numismatists have 
cleverly been able to trace the formation of the chatel 
gradually from the old Temple which was originally 
represented on many French feudal coins. The change 
involved many slight alterations, and its evolution took 
a very long time. Eventually the Chatel Tonmois 
became not only the regular type of the French stiver 
coins, but gave the names of the grm Tour no is and 
the petit Touts soia to the coins. The first regular 
French coins to bear the type, as far as I can ascertain, 
were struck by Philip II, 1180-1223. This shows us 
quite clearly that the chatel type m struck at Tours 
was a late one, also that it was in use before 1180, as 
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Philip copied it on to the regal issue and also used it 
on feudal coins of Tours with his name PhlliLTPVS 
RE for the reverse legend. Applying this knowledge 
to our Anjou coins which we have just left, we can 
conclude that the obole as bearing the chatel well 
formed is late, and that it therefore could not have been 
issued as early as Fulke V, who died in 1129, and who 
wag the last Count of Anjou having the name of 
Fuike, The find contained no coim bearing tha name 
of Geoffrey and no obole*. My coo elusions are that, 
i n view of the Fulke obole, the Fnlke deniers found 
with Henry ITs coins are i&te coins, and if such bo 
the case they most have been issued cither by Geoffrey 
Plantagenet or by his son Henry II a_s Count of Anjou, 
This bring** mo to what the French call immobiliza¬ 
tion of type. We as coin collectors m-e apt to forget 
the primary use of these metal tokens m a means of 
simple barter, So long os a coin was understood and 
recognised by the people among whom it was to 
circulate for value, it did not matter in the least what 
was the design, still less the legend upon it* among 
an illiterate population. The result anyhow in France 
was that during the eleventh and twelfth centuries, and 
even before, many of the feudal coins retained the names 
and designs of much earlier originators. Such was par¬ 
ticularly the case with the coins of Malle, which from 
the time of Charlemagne to that of our Richard I 
were of the same type and bore the same legend, viz, 
CTCWjVS REX. The different periods can now only 
be recogiiized by the different styles of workman- 
ship, and any kind of accurate classification into any¬ 
thing like years is wellnigh impossible. The same 
immobilization of *ypo took place in England from 

b2 


II-7^7 
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1180 to 1247, and the result was the literature in 
the Numismatic Chronicle entitled the “ Short-cross 
question M . Again, at the end of the reign of He my 
VIII the type and name became immobilized into the 
reign of Edward VI, and again was reflected in the 
pages of the Chronkfo. It is not surprising there¬ 
fore when we meet with these coins of Anjou and 
St. Martin de Tours to find the name of Fulke on 
the on a and a complete immobilization of type on the 
other. This should not lead to a conclusion that they 
are of a markedly different period from the English 
datesble coins which were found with them. Coins 
of the same types of these two places were found with 
the same English coins mixed in the Rome find, My 
own belief given for what it is worth—perhaps not 
much—is that the coin* of Anjou and St, Martin de 
Tours 3 then under the jurisdiction of the Counts of 
Anjou, are the continental issues of Henry II of England 
and his son Henry as Counts of Anjou, and that im¬ 
mobilization of type caused them to read Fulke * also 
that Geoffrey Plantagenei:, anyhow for Anjou, used the 
name of Fulke only, Ido nOLlike the suggestion that 
coins were struck in both names at the same time. As 
the French numismatist* have uot yet worked out these 
coins with Sufficient minuteness they are useless in 
datiugthe burial of the hoard. The English coins,too, in 
the absence of specific dates for the moneyers do not 
help us much. Most of the type*, however, were found 
at Lark Hill, aud I therefore think that they must have 
been buried shortly before 1180. the date of the issue 
of short-cross coins, none of which were found in the 
hoard, The find points out to ns how possibly com¬ 
merce influenced the hoarding of these coins. Early 
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post-conquest finds arts usually unmixed with foreign 
coins. Thus wo get these two rinds of Teal by type 
coins, this with French feudal coins and the Home . 
Hnd with more French coins, and one of possibly 
Gorman origin. Finds of short-cross coins abound with 
coins of Germany and the Low Countries, and long¬ 
er^ hoards with those of ilia Low Countries again, a?* 
was also the case with coins of early Edwardian times 

U A. La whence + 


LIST UF COINS. 


CiNTKhaun. 


hEHKI rex mxsh 
hEHRl REX jUGJi 

it ji *i 

il If i( 

h[EHRl KEJX 
KEfUU REX TSIKt(Ij ?) 
hENRI :R: 31 
bEHRL It- 

hE- HEX - 

hEMKI REX 
hEMKI UEX - 
tiEMRI ItEX 
IiEUKJ K * ■ 
hEMKI ttE[X?] 
hEMKI HE 
hEMKI K 
hEMKI REX mu? 
hEMKI KEX Stilt' 
hEMKI KE: 


i St -KE OHUEJCHTO 

-t <i01i[nUEVC 0]H: LJIU 

+GO]IiDMEVOC. 

+0Olil)fcKVOC OH ■ E3t[ll 
+(301il>fcVVOC':[OH]:C3n-l 

f-6GL0- OH : Z ■ HT 

-hRlC[JCKD:0]K:C3t 
J-H[IC3tK]D:OH[:C]K 
+RH3JT|R[0:0H]:C3t; 
MUDtK[M:]OM :C3t 
+RICIEKD:0H:C3SH; 
-ffUE3ElUl:OHjCBH: 

KICJtRO: I IK : DCH: 
fKlOm[D:0H:C]H. 
-j-[KlC]T£RT: OM: CltM : 
-pRlDERD: OH : CJSH 
- ROCmt- OH: DS 
r RlDYKU:ri:0[H:qH 
r KIOtD : OH : H : CJtMT 
f KlQtlU). t l: E[: 01L :]D£II 
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fiEHRf HEX TIM 

fiEHRl REX* 

? 

fiEHRl REX ISUGh 

.- ■ JEUGLi 

fiEHRl REX - - ■ - 

. nmu 

fiEHRl REX ■ ■ ■ 


+ROGlER:OH : pm 
(no central star i 
[ + R]QG]ER:0MlC71:‘-- 
+ ROGER: OH: □Til 
+^J7[VLi':OH:C3tHT; 

+WTVIlF; 0.II 

+WIVX1F OH:DCTO 

+V/IVL-JIT0 

+WWLF: OH: CTCHTO 
{late C) 


SHGIi *»• 

.. > ■ JIHGLi type -f-R 

. JIHGfc ' + ■' 

■ •.- HEX Jill 

- REX 

**■-*■■ REX type 


;0H:CJS 

. . JIHT 

. iCJIHT 

- ■: HO t DIM 
■ ♦ ■ OH : C 
. carat 


hEMRl: R: IS 
6EMRI REX 71 
hEMRl [REXj 


Carlisle, 

[+V/l]L(L]JIOl; 0H ; CU 

£+wji[ij]iijrriE : oh : qas 

-j- Wl LLJI[1 I: OH j] CTT 


D urham. 

fiEHRl REX JDIG [+IOIl]KIJ OlI:DVH[-. 


Exeteh. 


fiEHRl REX 
fiEHRl ■ HEX ■ 
...... REX 


[+GVHCjEIilHjOHrE. 

[+ROG]IER:OH : EXSE[... . 
..OH ’ E[XJ ' 


Hereford. 

hEHRl REX JHIGL +S . RH : OH: hERFD 


hEHRJ : R : JT [STEFII OJH t fiEREFORO : 

fiEHRl R*- . OH : fiERFO 
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T PSWICH. 


hEHRI RE[X] + II [COLE : Oil : <S\t>[ES] 

liEHRl RE? + [HiqOliE : OH ; GJPE :isame 

hEIIRl - ■ < • -f HICOLE : OH : GIPE .* f die 

KEHRI R -f-HICOLE ; 014: PIP 

hEHK . * [+II]lCO[IiE :] Oil : PIP - * ■ 


Leicester, 

+RGOBER OH: LERE 
Lingoes. 

[+3Dtt]DRE[V; Oil :] LIU ■ - 
3IHDR[EV : OH ; LJI.HC 
+JEND[REV;GH:]L)BBjO 

+L3SHP-* . I ??? 

+SWEIH; OH : LIHCOL ■. * 
[+]SVEJH[;OH: LUIC * ■ ■] 
+8VE[IH; OH: UNjCOLH 
[+ ]0M : L1H[ 

.. HCOL 

. 011 LI 


hEHRI REX ?WGL 


hEHRI [REX] 
hEHRI i REX 
hEHRI REX- 
hEHRI REX JtllG 
hEIIRl REX 7EIIGL 
hEIIRl REX 
hEIIRl REX 
hEIIRl REX JIHGL 


EU EX 


London. 


hEIIRl RE 
hEIIRl REX ITKGL 

hEIIRl REX JClRSpi] 

ItEUR. 

hEIIRl REX 1IHGL 
hEHRJLR; 3T? 
hEHRI REX 
hEIIRl REX 
hEHRI REX 
hEIIRl ■ R ■ ■ 


+ltL T X r mE . LV 

+HUMVHD. OH : LVH 
+EDI IVHO; OM : L - • 

+GEFR -- OH:ItVH;I 

+GEEFREI. 

H-GOOEFEt OH LVH • ■ 

+ GOOEFK[El]OH . -■ - 
+GOD[EF]REI: OH:LVisame 
0 EFR OH; L f dif* 

[+'G0DH]FREI OH LV - - 
+ hVH{FR£l: OH : LVHJDE 
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hEKIU HEX Kite 
hEHRI HEX JS[H6L] 
JtEUKI REX 3TH6 
hEimi HEX 
hEHRI HEX [TCIIGLJ 
hEHRI REX 7HIGL 
hEHRI HEX miG 
hEHRI HEX TtUGL 
hENRi HEX-*--- 
hEHRI REX JEHG 
hEUR] REX miG 
hEHRI; R. ’Ti 
h[EHRJ KE]X 71 
hEHRI REX 


4l0h[7SH : OU:] LiVHf 1>J 

+LEFp.7^[mjon: lvu i j 

+jawm. h 

+IiEFWmE:OHrLVr 

-j-iRJERTIll: 0. 

+MHRTIH: OH:- 

+I'I[3tRTlU] : OH: LVII 
^P1RE[S ] : OH: LVtl 

+PI.* - H:LVU 

+SWTMJCH; Oil: LVII 
+ ’'**•'*! OH: LVII 

4.* : ON : LV * 

L : Oil: IiVH 

4 O: OH:IiV * - • 


XEWCJti'fLK. 

hEHRI HEX JEN[GL] +P1L[LKKH ;OM; HI V jH 
fiEHHI H[EX] -)-P1 lL[EM :OH : HEVJCKS; 


KOKTHAMPTOy. 

hEHHI REX !UH3[L] +EHGELRm I: OH:- 
hEHRl REX KNGli -fWKRlllR: OH;IIORW5 


liEHRl HEX 


Xojm'icH. 

ERE- : OH; HO - 


IiEHRI REX 3YHGL 
hEMRI REX HHGL 
hEHRI REX JII1G 
hEHRI HEX 3MG 
hEHRI REX 3EHGL 
hEHRI HEX miGL 
hEHRI HEX 31., 
hEHRI REX.-- - . 

hEHRI RE (like RjJK 
type) 

hEHRI REX 


-f Il0[RBERT : ON: HO K]EPI 
- hERBERT: OH : HORPI 

+JHICUL ; OH;H[. . 

+HIC[OLE] : ON ; HORW 
-pPlCOT : G|H : HO]REP 
+P1COT:OH: - *-■■■ 
+R[EIMIER ON HO]RWl 
4REIHER[: 011 :] HOREP 
[+]-- OH: HORPI 

[+] OH ; HOR * * 
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Oxfobh. 

IiENKI REX 2tIK?li +;iEStt[ETIIj] : OH: OXE1! 


Salisbi-hv, 

faENRl HEX JEN[GH] LEVRICtOli :S3 ILiEB 


-St. Edmi NDsatonf. 


hEHRI: ft: m 
hEHftl: K : SHt : 
EiEHIlI REX 7IH 
hEHRS REX mi 
hEHRI HEX 
hEHRI REX 
hEHRI REX 
EiEIIRI REX 


-rPILIi[3CiR: SEjIMVH 
+[hyEHRJ:0]H:S: EO ■ 

[ 4 hE I IJftl : OH: S: EDMV 
+I 1 ENRI ; OH: ♦ - * M > > 
+ 1>EN R1: 0[H :*S]: EDM : 1 
-h[EHR]l:011 :S:EDW[s]f 

+RRVIj:OH: . MV 

1 «?VL: OH 
4 R55VR; OH 

ON ; S : EDI IV 


Thetfobd. 


IiEIJRl REX [TCHGli] 
iiEURl REX 
hEMU: HEX 
ilEHR! REX JTIKr 


[+S])V/jrr[E: 0}H: TBITO 
[+Slp:'JYT[E:GN]:TE-- 
| + ]SIWJTT; OH : - > • • 

+ J>iijiiEM(;(IH ;TETt'IJ 


Wilton. 

tiEIJRl REX ItMGH L7S[IlTlER ; OH:]PIItTV 


WlMHESTEH- 


tiEURI REX RH[Gh] 
IiEIIRl REX TCHGb 
hEHRI: K : Jt 
fiEHRI REX KI1G| L | 
hEHftl REX 2IH(tL 
tlEHRI: REX ■ ■ 


+hERBERT;OH; WIHC 
T:OM:Wl 

+JlEREBERT: Oil: PIN 
-liG[MlERT:OM:^qiH 
t-fcOSRERT? OH? WIH 
+W1 OH: W 


same 

die 
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Yohk. 

hEMRl REX [7IHGL] -j-[fiERB]E[KT: OH: EVJER 
3™GL -f OH; EVER 

; OH: EV 

Caktebbuhy? 


hEHRI RE 

JSRDjOH: 

hEHRI REX IEHGLi KDJfM: OH:-K 

REX EG 

+R[I]C sOH: 0 

REX 

4- R1CKRD : OH : • ■ • 

Quite illegible. 

+[Rt]EKRD 


IPSWICH? 

? 

-f ROBERT : oil: [Gl] 


Winchestbb? 

flEHRI :R:E 

PILLEill I OH: •. H 


? 


Ktl<J(L> 

- ■ - Li or Lh : OH 

JENGL 

H? 

2IHGL 

- -•DBERT. 

? 

WILLEM : OH : OH r 

KMG 

H-WILLEM 

HUG 

EMC . OH 

R ft 

VI 

REX KG 

VL+[Iike f] ;OH:E late 

? 

-f-WIL IH Winchester? 


+ RIC3SRD 

REX 

? 

REX 

KftV[EiI] or [L] 

REX 

IER? 

REX 

ODI - OH 

REX 

+ HI; also HI COLE 

REX 

--GBER 


THE LARK LULL {WORCESTER} FIND, 50 


ItEUAl REX S 
hEUKI: R; 7T 
aU(?L type 

KHG 

: R: type 
: ft: Jf type 
? 

? 

HEX 

London ? 

■ * • FVlH*:OH: 

DPI: OH 
•■EES: OH: 

■ * ES: OH 
:OH:L 

PIE RE 

PERES OH 

PIEKIS 

RES:OH 

(lEURI REX 
tlEHRI :R:2E 

? 

Nokwtcu? 

■fflERRE- OR - - 

• • REBERT.-UH: 

IiERERERT OH 

REX:J5G 

flt'RY? 

OH - - M 

:REX 

REX 
: RE 

late type 

N 

ItEllR * ■ * 

? 

? 

f 

+ ERT 

? 

[hEJor [RO]BERT:OH 

+ROG•- 
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5 halves. 1 quarter. 5 bits. 
Scottish. 

1 penny, 1 halfpenny {? David Ii 
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Frkkok Coins. 

AsJOt (obr, cross with n(i) ; netf. monogram). 

4 -EVL 1 CO COlEES +VRBS KHDH 6 KVS 

-f- If VICO COHE3 mivW +VRBS RIOCOSIV 
+FVLCO ?OMES 4 -nW + HHDEGKV- 
-fKVLGO COMES -rVRBS JCIWGKVIS 

mono, reversed 

-f i’VLiCO COMES + • - BS KHDEGHVlS 

mono, reversed 3 

+FVLC0 CO I 1 E 2 legend incomplete 


Tours \obr. chatel; rev. cross)* 


+*K H3SRTIH VS 
+SCS M7CRTIHVS 
+SES I13IRT1HVS 
4 SCS HRRT1WVS 
~SCS HTERTfllVS 
+ -CS HKRTIH[VS?] 

+SCS UKRT1HV5 

obliterated 


■fTVRGHVS GIVI 
TVROHVS ClVI 
TVROHVS ClVI 
TVROMVS CIVl 
TVROHVS GIVI 
TVROHVS CIVl 

obit, lettering different 

TVROHVS CIVl 
OH VS GIVI 


Xoie. — Since i lie above article was written, tin 
remainder of the coins described have been trans¬ 
ferred to the Department of Coins, which is modi 
indebted to Mr* Lawrence for bis assistance in 
classifying and registering the hoard* 


6 . F. H* 
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TWO MEDALS OF ENGLISHMEN. 

[See I'lxtv Vj 

The pleasing medal of Tanfiold Vaciiel] illustrated 
in PL V requires little description, beyond saying 
that the metal la silver and that its diameter is 2-05 in. 
(32 mm,). It is in a private collection in France, The 
nwner hint kindly given me permit^ bn to publish 
it here. 

Tanfiekl Yuchdl, * 1 of Coley, Reading, was the son of 
Thomas Vachcll and Anne Tailleur. He was baptised 
on April I4 t HjGH: was High Sheriff for Berks and 
M.P. for Reading in 1701 and 1703; and was buried 
at St. Mary's, Reading, on October 27, 1705* Beyond 
these bare facts there appears to be little to toll of him. 

Although there is no artist s signature, we may. I 
think, make a reasonable conjecture as to the author¬ 
ship of the piece. The age of the sitter, whose 
features are fleshy but still firm, with Incipient double 
chin, may be anything from 35 to 40 years. The 
medal bears a surprising resemblance in modelling, 
treatment of bust and wig, proportion of bust to field, 
ei in 1 moulding of border, to those of Sir Jacob 


1 £iv ltic account of tilt 1 fktaily by P. Cniwfiinl in fJuTtritrty 
Journal nf ihf Btrk ■■ ttntl Afchif+ctuml Socifij/f, 

vol. ii e i especial ly cp- 8# 0 and thu family [ret at p+ &B. 

I bare thank Mr. Mill Sicpheiutm fbr referring ma t-i Hi is 
authority. 
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n»ncks and Sir William Hi eh (MidaUic lUwtra- 
tion& v PI. cxviii. i* and 6), The latter in illustrated in 
PI. v t Wo, 2, for comparison, The only difference 
noticeable ja in the lettersng T which is smaller and 
better spaced in the Vaehell medal. The stops p which 
are round in the R&ncks. are triangular in the Rich, 
as in the Vachell modal. 

The Ballots and Rich medals, with others of well- 
known Englishmen of the tune, were made in 1708 by 
Benedikt Richter,- a Swede who visited England in 
that year. As this date lolls just within the period 
suggested by the age of the sitter, I venture to propose 
that Yacbell was another of Richter's subjects. 

A curious technical point arises in connexion with 
these medals. Verts*** as quoted in the Medallic 1/lus¬ 
tration* (vol. ii, p. 248). says that Richter u first modelled 
them by the life, and cast and repaired them curiously T \ 
Judging from the plaster-cast of the Yaehell medal, 
which is alt I have to go by T I should have supposed 
it to be struck. The British Museum specimens of 
Richter's medals of Sir George and Lady Rooke. 
Sir Jacob Baucks, and Sir Richard Nevill are all east: 
one of them, as the better of the two specinions of the 
Xevill, is u remarkably fine casting, which requires 
close examination before it is seen to be cast and not 
struck. But Mr. Gruabe^ in the Medal Room copy of 
Medallk altered “cast" to struck 41 

in the description of the Baucks medal; and on the 
ticket under the better of the two iRpecimens in the 
Museum is written w Presented by Mr. Franks {OcL 1674), 
To bo returned when a struck specimen is obtained. ip 


" fprrer, iMrf^ v. jj, 119. 





two he-Dajls or Englishmen. 63 

It looks as if one of the other known specimens has 
been judged to be struck. But in view of Vertues 
statement it is possible that it, like the rest, is only 
a very fine casting. 

Whatever be the correct (late and attribution of the 
modal of Vachell, there can be no doubt that the next 
piece to be described (illustrated on the scale of one* 
hall in pi. v, No. 3) was made in 1703, and that it is a 
casting by Slassimiliauo Soldam-Benzi. Faint traces 
oi his incised initials, M l S-, are visible on the truncation 
of the bust* which represents WlLLELM VS DOM IN VS 
DE WJLLIERS OETAT A-XX-, and is dated MOCCJJI. 
On the reverse is a design, typical of the artist, of a 
undo winged gouius sacrificing before a temple of 
Minerva. The casting, which is poor, is in bronze, 
and measures 3-5 in. (83*5 mm.). It was recently 
acquired by the British Museum, and is the only 
specimen so far recorded. 

Ibe date of the birth oi William Villiers, second 
Earl of Jersey, is, according to the Dictionary of 
National Biography, not quite certain ; that work puts 
it iu i(i82 (?), If, jis the modal tells us, he was iu his 
twentieth year in 1703, he must have been born in 
either lbH2 or )S83, Like John Ingles, whose medal 
by Soldani is also dated 1703 {Medallic llltutruUom, ii, 
p. ijt), No, 41), ITilliers must have been iu Jb'iorence 
then, since Soldani is said not to have worked 
outside that city after 1386. 


G. F. Hill. 
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Kikokles, Kinl* of Paphos, 


In the Numismatic Chrouki*' for lElo, Vol. XW Ihero 



which dealt with certain coins of Alexander the Great 
apparently struck in various cities oik the island of Cyprus. 
Since the publication of this paper some additional evidence 
ha* turned up to prove the general correctness of these 
attribution*, but none, perhaps, more interesting or final 
tlinu that recently brought to my attention by R Monroe 
Endicott, Esq., si fellow-enthusiast for the Alexander series. 



Among other coins treated of m the above article ther*; 
were a few aligned to Paphos- This attribution rested 
principally on the probable solution of the monogram ||| 
into HA#, supported by the similarity of these coins in 
various particulars to othere struck at Marion and Salami*. 
Later come bronze coin* of Hub typo reached rue from 
Cyprus itself, thus tending to corroborate the attribution to 
that island. Of still greater definiteness w Mr. EudicotCs 
recent discovery on one of these Pnphian tetradmehms of 
the name of the famous Nikoklus, king of Paphos, who with 
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his family cume to bilcIi u tragic end in the r^I^n of 
Ptolemy L On at least one obvene die uf thefts coins may 
be deciphered the letters NIKOKAEOY4 mi untidy engraved 

l !11 the right-hand row of locks running from t fen- ear to the 
jaw of the lion Vakil; head Hires* of Eerakjo^ Tbe ac- 
com ponying drawing, slightly enlarged, gives the deljiih of 
this remarkable iuhcripUim* I F the coin it»df li* so Wd 
that Ih rfikli-H itux^ downward^ the letter* Ml will he found 
on the fqrnr lock to the left, KO on the next lock to the right, 
KA *>ik the third, EO on the fourth, and YS on she tilth and 
last Ji>ck immediately adjacent to the lion's cur. The ohY*4*0 
dip most clearly showing these letters is the one nssodaM 
with the re verso die Waring a laurel branch as symbol and 
t he m isapel t t i r lo 8 A ^ I AEil 

Thai the nanic N'ikokW sImiiM * 4 ■pear cm » coin which, 
for nt low reasons, had already b-'ini usHi^nmJ in 13 l- ■ mint ljE 
% Paphos is most intenwliiig and valuable, an it ran only 
represent the mime of the hiat^riealtv famous king of Unit 
city. It is a !ho the lir*t instance of any ruler except 
Alexander lunuwlf or his immediate successor Philip 111 
placing "bis oivn name in full upon the coinage of the 
Alexander type. It was not until fully fifteen yeais later 
llifti such powerful Icings plh Dolenkos. Ly si machos, Ptolemy, 
or PeiLittrios dared fir lound it advisable to do I he some. 
That it was Nikohie* who ai.-tually took the hr^t stop, 
although prudently causing his own name to be engraved 
in microscopic letters ami hidden among the baits of the 
linn'- mane, whilo the AAEZAN^PGY -till apptmra in 
largo 1ettot> in Its accustomed posit ion on lb*# reverse, 
throws an interesting sidelight upon the Puphian king's 
indejMoidi-nce and pride of diameter, exemplitied hy thi¬ 
story of Ids sul^eqiieut career. Our coin* t h--n r would awn 
to represent an h ariv instance of his zisseriion of independence. 

In thanking th»- Editors of t he Chrmkle far thus allowing 
me the opportunity of bringing Mr. EhtdieottV interesting 
discovery to the attention of students, 1 would also lik* to 
thank Mr. E nd Scott for his generosity in granting me per¬ 
mission to pnWbh his valuable contribution to tin? study of 
the Alexandrine coinage-. 

E. T* Newell. 


mjuiiM + caiio»- F fSL, m, ie-kih IV 
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G A ttIT- H AUTEJTCL 

Wi sh ivicard to Not* B by Mr. Siinonds on pp. 12* 1 J ../ 
Part J of the j.VifiN-^NJir/ic Chronicle tW 19IS. it in quite 

certain that* whatever the Galley-Hnlfpenca wito, he it* 
Hdd in believing tlmt they cannot be identified with the 
N ur-in berg at j u i i tens, 

I re ferrod t<j n similar Mutnke in note 24 r i>n p. 7p of my 
book on the cjBting-ciiqntfin 

tlf The iiftlhv-Hultpn^ belonged to tin* period of the 
three Hen He* of the fifteenth century, with a recrudescence 
in 15111 which whs dealt with thaw (feuding, i. 302J. Indeed 
front 1423 till the hit^r date wo noUiilig of ihese 

coins, so tliot evidence to them is practically confined to 
tiif ragtia inf Henry IV mid Henry V. 

_ |2) The fturendierp counters did not Jipjienr in England 
till the iirtt quarter vf the sixteenth century. 

g3| ! he G;iJl*y4U]fpeiu* wen- of tiiJvt-r. though evidently 
more or less debased (ftudirig h L 2411; n*-' 1399), Hud they 
no! been mtejmbly M white money n they would have bud 
mi chance of drcidatiiig in Eh eu untry where n copper rue 
rtricy did not yet exist Moreover* we kmiw that they could 
be sold as bullion to the Tower Mini for re-coin mg I Ending, 
L 265; n EK 1414 1 it id., 258; a D> 1415}. Further, we find 
them clruased with the debases! Scutch silver money Ln 1102 
and 1411 [tltid. T 250, 254 j r and with Buskins and ilmlkins in 
Hlfi imd 1423 (iA&l., 257, 270), which dim worn of inferior 
, ‘diver, or billon, being thelu&uivfe* in turn clawed with 
Scottish monies (Stow, -Loudon, 1590, p, D7L 1 
i.4 1 The Nuremberg counters wore always struck in bitten, 
or some other alloy of capper, and the module of tbe outlier 


Haxlittp in hi* Coiuutj* of tk* E*Urtrp&nn C'-ntutmt. p, 2->7 f con- 
Hders ftl&kiiui and doit kin* to bo tile Bikiue in* tile gtill^y4i&Jfpeiii~c. 

la Hudmg rh 303-4; they arc *epiirutetl from thorn in the prochLnm* 
tlon laee, too, 2|jclmsa Glo^try. 1037, p. 254'. In my Lecture* 
on Engliih NumiHiumlici delivered *01110 yean ago a L the Oniictsity 
of Liverpool. 1 find I have ■ but the uulborlty is unfortunately 
"'Suikimi and doitkiui were Luw-Ueuntry piece*. The 
FlsuuNh sUHkin repfMDtcd da mite*, that i*. half a farthing 5 the 
Dutch ehdtkiri was equivalent to two [H'nningeUj that two 
modern trench r^n timet, or i of a penny/' Long after we Bid in 
.V Urjyoiy jVfflJfflif, by Tayior the Water Poet {d. 1554): " Not, 
Like the Dutchman, in baae Doita imd Stiveri/ 1 
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uneH [c, 7-& t Mionnet) w m fur too large for them to pass its 
halfpence, even Sf fraudulently pljUt-d for that purpose. 
There is Ei fen tore of ogrt ni n of the aixteciiLluefmfyry 
German reckoning-prime* that tony possibly (though it La 
difficult to believe it) have led some lo confute them with 
the Galley-Halfjgieuce, One of the coimmm-.A Nuremberg 
Counters found in England is that which Wire on the 
oh venae a ship, Tli is is almost always associated with a 
reverse hearing four ly* in a loaenge. reproducing a familiar 
design found on French and Tour nay jetton* of the fifteenth 
century I a. g, Castiiit^Counfcr tind Cmtttittij-ffQanli p. lln. 
No. o- |, doubtless one of the various presentments of Fmiin - 
mutant. The error may have been nastate d by the n-Nut ion 
on tbei* pieces of Lombardia lettering far into the sixteenth 
century, which would make thorn appear earlier than their 
real date. The combination uf these two tyj-o*,. however, 
ptduhly r-uprcucnts tli o arms of Parts, and this seems the 
more likelv Itecmise those that beat a genuine legend 
commonly “ head V06 VH- L7T-(r JTIj LH U IW-FKJSI MJH 

Kg. ttid., p. 210, No + hS + which hn> the first word blundered 
Oft the die]: a conclusion llmt is apparently confirmed by 
my No. 17. on \k 21J, which F with simitar types, mid 3 
instead on the obverse FL VCTVAT NEC-MEkCITVR, 
the attendant motto of the cont of Paris, Some of the later 
issues of this class of counter have as obverse legend 
SCHIF PFEN INC MS/REN BERG |^iy, P . Jil, No.ioi. 

All thiw ns elv have helped to oonicujid the counters with 
the coins. 

F* P. U-AitNAllD. 


How we.hu Silver Cotas tested is Aittz^piit ? 

Tuk following remarks may ho of interest in connexion 
with the observation on p. 12% 1L 4-0 p of the Ifwnimatic 
Chrmlck for lOtSi 

When lecturing at Liverpool to a pcwl-grtiduate class, 
a i^ue&tion arose as to the Wpl- s^ue^ of the people with 
regard to the debased silver coin of Henry VIIL I stated 
that it was no4 possible to gauge the purity ni silver money 
without assaying, which meant destroying the coin. To justify 
nivstatement 1 procured the following letter From an uxpvrt 

" It is not possible accurately to deiermiito the amount of 
alloy in a silver coin without destroying it, I have on 
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SevernJ occasions Ascertained the approximate amount of 
salver an old coins by scraping off the edge, but the weight 
of the saniplo obtained in this w^y is necessarily very small, 
and the result uncertniru An njiproxtnmte idea of I be pro- 
jM>rtiim of silver could bo arrived at by carefully Inking the 
'jriHjifsc gmvity of t\u* coin in process not understood in 
the days of Henry %'IIIJ* Tht- method of assay used in 
Tudor time* was undoubtedly eiqwdlsition (L e. using I he 
un-l ting-put), which wm the ofticmlly recognized m~i for 
the trials of the coin from the ti mo of lL-niy III. It was 
tb> h only aotsuDite method of silver assay practised till quite 
recent times. Cup»4lation would, of tcurae. in vulva t In¬ 
cut ting up of the coin, and the melting »f a weighed portion 
with lead. Although ilia touchstone was used In early 
times for the testing of precious niotuls, It could never have 
1«en n satisfactory method of ascertaining the purity of 
silver* and iip[K?ar* to have b#t>n employed to n much less 
extent for tins metal than for gold. This test Um h«m 
little applied to silver for some centuries, and I think it 
improbable Unit ii wos used m a method of assay fur that 
metal in the Middle AFor testing gold th+ b touchstone 
gives more accurate remiH^ and it baa survived for npproxi- 
mute *ssayu until the present dny. It in us*wi by way ere as 
a prelimiUEiry tost to discover the approximate composition 
of gidd bullion, and also by jeweIkre to determine the carat 
quality of gold jewellery. It bs. however never recognized 
as an ufticiu] test for gold**' (Letter to F. F. Barnard from 
Mr. Ernest A. Smith, Assay Qifsce* Sheffield, July 2U* 191 LI 
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NOTICE 


Tlit? AddntfB of the Kaytil NumiBmntic Soeioty changed 
to 22 Rum*-! I Square* London, W.C* I t where th« Library 
will }m hotted anti all lCt»lirJga will in future IIm hold. 











VI. 


THE PRE-IMPERIAL COINAGE OF ROMAN 
ANTIOCH. 

[See Plates VI t VJL] 

Fun* among the many tetrad ran I mis which hear 
the name and types of the Sekucid king Philip 
Philadelphia ona series stands out prominently became 
of the distinctive ness of its fabrio and style, and 
because it always displays the characteristic monogram 
A and Certain interesting alphabetical numbers. 
These very individual characteristics place the tetra, 
drachms which we propose to discuss in a category 
by the in selves. They evidently form a continued and 
compact series entirely separate from the regular 
issues of the Sekucid king. Moreover, the portrait 
they bear is common only to themselves, and utterly 
at variance with the features of Philip as we have 
come to know them on the coins which were certainly 
struck during his reign (compare Pi. VI, a with the 
other tetrad rachma on this plate). 

Particularly curious is the technique displayed by 
our tetradruehms. The relief is exceptionally low, 
the workmanship mediocre and uninteresting, the 
details repeated in stereotyped fashion throughout 
the serial- The drapery of Zeus, the Nike which ho 
holds, the figure of the god himself, are all executed 

MVVWH.'cikMjM., VOL. TIE. IU.lt! TT. „ 
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in a flat, stiff, and unchanging manner. The individual 
letters of the inscription are clumsily fashioned, while 
the heavy guiding lines, which were first engraved 
on the die to ensure a uniform height to these letters, 
are left plainly visible. The letters themselves were 
made by drilling large dots at the salient points and 
later filling in the required strokes. As a consequence, 
the inscriptions arc we 11 nigh illegible, doubly so 
because in this series the flam or blanks used were 
generally smaller than the dies themselves* The whole 
effect h one of nucouthn$ss p clumsiness lack of artistic 
ingenuity and skill* and a general air of uniform 
degeneracy that definitely dtstiuguishea our coins 
from the remainder of Philip's issues—although the 
latter, in all conscience, can lay small claim to any 
artistic excellence* It Is as if the die-cutters had all 
been given one model to follow, and had* indeed* been 
eminently successful in accomplishing this feat, with 
a resultant loss of originality and artistic feeling only 
equalled on the late tetradrachms of the Ptolemaic 
kings. 

In a recent monograph 1 the present writer calls 
attention to the curious series now under discussion* 
because close inspection reveals the interesting fact 
that it could not possibly have been issued by the 
king whose name and tides it ostensibly bears- The 
monograph in question places before us a long and 
compact series of coins undoubtedly issued at Antioch 
by the Solenoid kings from Seleucus II to the capture 
of the city by Tigraues of Armenia. The numerous 
coins actually struck by Philip Ptuladelphus during 

' - Tbe SdeuciEd Mint of Antioch +l p Amur. Jaitrn.qf A«m h , voUf* 
iy 17* 
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his six-yeaT reign at Antioch 3 are there brought 
together, and bear clear evidence of having completely 
covered the entire period of his rule in the Syrian 
metropolis These coins are Indeed the direct suc¬ 
cessors of the Antiochene issues of Anfciochus YITI and 
IX, Selencns VI t Antioch us X and XI, .Demetrius III. 
and are, furthermore, the direct predecessor* of the 
Antiochene issues of Tigranes* A continuous and 
closely joined sequence of style, magistrates, and 
mint-marks definitely proves the correctness of this 
assertion. Now into such a continuous and compact 
sequence of issues our particular series of tetradnichma, 
with their odd style, individual monogram, and alpha¬ 
betical numbers* will in no wise fit. In other words, 
the ft series, because of great divergence of style 
and monogram, and because of many reasons yet to be 
enumerated, cannot possibly be assigned to Antioch 
during the year* of Philip's reign in that city* On 
the other hand, we are placed in an embarrassing 
dilemma because it is equally certain that this very 
series must undoubtedly have once been struck in 
Antioch, and not in some provincial mint The 
characteristic monogram appears throughout on 
all the members of the series. This same monogram 
{the forms and are both used) invariably occurs 
in the reverse field of the later tetrad rachitis struck 
at Antioch by Augustus between the years 6 » a and 
a, 0, II f E'M.Cat., No* 131 t 132, 137, 140, 144. I46 T 
149}, It also occurs on a municipal bronze coin of 
Antioch of the same period [B a M.CaL t No. 0B t PI. six. 6). 

1 According to fJevan, The cf Sthurm. rol. iL pp. 2S0-1, 

Demetrius 11 1 held Antioch until shortly before b. e. Therefore 
Philips tinal nils in that eily Ufcted’frotu ^9 8 to 83 n.e + 
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The monogram (however we may transliterate it. either 
as AYTONO ,,. “ or ANT fOX . * , r or both) is evidently 
characteristic of the Antiochene mint, and as such 
appears on the coins of no other city. Additional 
evidence of the Antiochene origin of our coins is 
furnished by the monogram beneath the throne on 
the reverse* This monogram appears again and again 
on Selene id coins from Grypus to Philip which must 
be assigned to Antioch, as is brought out in the writer's 
recent monograph. Our curious tetrad rachitis indeed 
seem to present an enigma. On the one hand, the 
portrait they bear is unlike any in the entire Solenoid 
series; on the other hand, the name and titles are 
exactly those of Philip Fhiladetpkus, and yet, because 
these coins were evidently struck in Antioch* they 
cannot be attributed to that ruler, since they will 
not fit in with the coins wo know ho actually did 
strike in that city. To cut this Gordian knot we must 
evidently accept the only obvious solution, namely, 
that the series of Philip, having undoubtedly been 
struck at Antioch, were nevertheless struck there 
at a later date than the reign of the monarch whose 
name and titles they seem to bear. Sow that we have- 
progressed thus far our eyes will readily recognize 
what has heretofore been somewhat puzzling. The 
curious and stereotyped technique displayed by our 
tetradracbins is simply due to the fact that they are 
nothing more or less than late and degenerate copies 
of the true Antiochene issues of Philip 

Fortunately for us these results may be arrived 
at in another and more definite way. Insufficient 

1 See fccoFul &ote, p. 16$ of the B, .V. G?f , Galatia, Cappadocia^ 
olid 1 Syria. 
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consideration seems to have been paid by numismatists 
to the in to resting and highly important numerical 
letters found in the exergues of alt the series. 
At present the known numbers are : T f 4 H, Bl, 01, K. 
AK n BK, KA, SK, XK. HK, ©K— which undoubtedly form 
a numerical series running from three to twenty-nine. 
They can evidently bo only one of two things: either 
serial numbers to designate consecutive issues of the 
totradracbins, or dates. If the former, we can only, 
logically, conceive of the series having once been 
complete from A to ©K. Bui to the present, in spite 
of the commonness of the coins in question* and instead 
of a nearly complete series such as we ought certainly 
by this time to have had* only thirteen of the twenty- 
nine numbers are known to ns. This point may be 
made more apparent by noting that of the first nineteen 
numbers the impossibly small proportion of only five 
appears to be in existence. The fact, therefore, that 
of certain of the numbers we possess many examples, 
but that of more than half not a single specimen has 
come down tons* sufficiently disposes of the suggestion 
that they might be aerial numbers to designate con¬ 
secutive issues of tetrudmchmS' They must, therefore, 
be dates. This being the case, they must, again, either 
represent the regnal years of the king who struck 
these particular coins, or years reckoned according 
to some local era* Now at once it is plain that they 
cannot possibly be regna! years. The coins all bear 
the name of Philip, and Philip reigned but- six years 
at Antioch. Not only can our coins not have been 
struck by Philip, but neither can they have been 
issued by his successor Tigntnes. The Armenian king, 
as Dr. Macdonald ha a shown (A T «wi* Ghmn^ 11X12* 
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pp. 1^3 fl/> r struck large numbers of coins at Antioch, 
all bearing his own types. These amply cover the 
fourteen odd years of his reign in that eity h and leave 
no room, either stylistically or by the actual dates 
some of them bear, for the insertion of our series. 
It would t moreover, he most difficult to believe that 
such a powerful and proud monarch us the great 
Tigranes would strike coins hearing the name, titles, 
and types of his Seleudd predecessor, whom he had 
so ignommiously ousted from his realm, No, it is 
certain that Tigranes, immediately upon entering 
into possession of Antioch* commenced the coinage 
of tetradrachms bearing his own name and types. 
After the victories won by Lnculliis in Asia and the 
subsequent evacuation of Antioch by Tigranes, the 
hitter's successor, Antiochus III. issued u series of 
tetradracUms which apparently cover his short reign 
of Four years ( +< The Seleucid Mint of Antioch", 
loc . rif., pp. 12 j ff.> With these coins the possible 
uae of dates according to regnal years ceases. The 
only alternative that now remains must thereibre 
be accepted, and the dates F to 0K must admittedly 
correspond to the years of some era yet to be 
determined. 

We have thus arrived at a point where it can be 
confidently stated that our series of Philip coins cannot 
have been struck before 04 b.o, p and that the dates 
they beEtr cannot be regnal but should bo referred to 
some local era. Now it is equally evident that our 
aeries cannot be placed after 7/S for with that 
year there suddenly develops a continuous and feverish 
activity in the Antiochene mint. From this time on 
we possess a prolific and practically unbroken series 
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of imperial tetradrachms in silver and hiuhJ J denomina¬ 
tions in bronze, together with large senatorial and 
municipal issues also in bronzy into whose serried 
ranks it would be impossible even to suggest the 
insert ion of the Ar tetradrackms. From this it is 
clear that these coins can neither be royal Syrian nor 
Roman imperial issues* They must, therefore, fell 
hdiceen these two categories, or between fi4 and 7 b.c # 
This at once simplifies our search for the true era 
to which the dates f to ©fc must apply. 

Of the five eras which we know were in vogue at 
one time or another during the course of the first 
century before Christ at Antioch, only ana perfectly 
fits the dates m they are found on the Ar aeries. 
Before discussing this particular era, however, Jet us 
review the evident reasons that force us to reject the 
remaining four. The first and undoubtedly the most 
Lommon system of reckoning time employed at Antioch 
down to the arrival of the Romans w&a the Seleucid, 
taking its inception with the autumn of 312 n.c. 
For our purposes this era is at once ruled out, because 
the numbers ou our coins run only from three to 
twenty-nine. No further notice of it w^ould have been 
taken were it not for the fact that it has been 
suggested * that these are really Solenoid dates, but 
that the century cipher (in this case E) has been 
omitted. This custom of leaving out the higher figures 
in dates, while common to Mohammedan, mediaeval, 
and early modern coinages, has never, so far as the 
writer U aware, been employed for Greek coinages. 
Even if this suggestion were plausible, the fact remains 

* Leake, Hrifcniti i, fuM jm.it iKiu^a, Ae r ), p, 37, 

Unit note. 
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that r(£), A(Z), H( Zl ( and BhXi would Tall between 
the years 109 and lOfJ b.c. In other words, the coins 
struck in the name of Philip, and bearing those 
supposed dates, would have then appeared not only 
before the death of Antiochus Grypus, but (absurdly 
enough) previous to the accession of Philip himself t 
Sestijii has even gone so far as to publish coins of our 
variety with the evidently fictitious dates AK2> ZKX, 
and ©KX (Seating Dtscr* Nvm* I et- f p. 502, Nos* 1* 2, 
and 3, and later given by Mionnet in hi* Sup pie men t T 
Nos. S85 t 38S, 3B7) + Xo specimens of these pieces have 
since turned up, and experience has taught numis¬ 
matists that unusual readings in Sestini are always 
open to grave suspicions. As wo have seen, any era 
applied to our dates T to ©K that would bring the 
issue of these coins before the flight of Tigranes from 
Antioch, and the subsequent reorganization of the 
province by Pompey in fi t n o., need not be considered. 
This observation also rales out the Aspeudian system 
of reckoning. This era T based on the year 111 h,o. 
when Antiochus Grjptts returned from his flight to 
Aapendus* seems for a while to have been in use for 
public documents,* and is also found employed on 
certain issues of Tigran os. Xot only would the low 
figures on the coins place the striking of some 
of these pieces before the accession of the king whose 
name they bear, but the highest elate would fall 
in 82 B.c. h or one year after the deposition of Philip, 
and some eighteen 3 T ears before the earliest, possible 
date (64 B*a) which we have established for the first 
appearance of our coins. In 64 B,tk, on the reoiganim- 


1 U'ilck^ti. khix, pjk 430 11. 
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tiou of the Syrian province and its incorporation into 
the Roman dominions by Pompey, a now era, the 
Pompeian, was inaugurated and for a time used. 
At Antioch, however, ib listed bub sixteen years, as 
shortly after the battle of Phursalus, the Caesarian, 
of which more later, was adopted in its stead* As the 
dates on our coins ttin to twenty*nine they evidently 
cannot be based on the Pompeian era. Likewise, wo 
cannot refer these daces to the Aetian era, because* 
with dates running to twenty-nine us they do, our 
coins would interfere with the large issues of silver 
tctradracbins inaugurated by Augustus in the twenty- 
fourth year of that era. 

The fifth and* next to the Seleuoid* the most im¬ 
portant system of reckoning time at Antioch wm the 
Caesarian. This was based on the great battle of 
Pbursftlus which took place in 4S Eto., though the first 
year was counted from the preceding autumn of 
49 b.c. This era not only was used for dating the 
bronze municipal coinage of Antioch from the time 
of Caesar through that of Antoninus Fins {& G&h t 
2fos* !!&-»}, but was continued on inscriptions, 
edicts, Ac,+ down to Byzantine times, la it, then, 
possible to apply to this era the dates found on our 
curious aeries of tetradracisms? We now have no less 
than forty odd years at our disposal, because the first" 3 
uae of the Action cm on Antiochene coins occurred 
in 7 b. a, when the governor of Syria, Qirincfctlius Vartts, 
caused to be struck a series of bronze coins for local 
purposes* These bear his name and the numerals EK, 

B This does not Hake into account a certain tetmimehta of 
Augusluft, which ktedi to have been tlrnek in thn twelfth jwit 
of the Adorn era or 20.10 B.C,, see ]*- 11ft 
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evidently of the Actian era or 7/6 n.c. Secondly H 
wo have a large and prolific issue of municipal bronze 
coinSn first appearing in the autumn of 47 B„c, t bearing 
tlie undoubted Caesarian dates r, A. H Al n Bl P 0i r 
K. AK, EK. ZK. The first tiling that will impress the 
observer is the striking identity between this series 
of dates and the series &a found upon the tatra- 
drachms. In view of what has gone before, this must 
be looked upon as something rather more than a mere 
coincidence. We must therefore recognize in our 
curious tetradrachms of pure Seleudd type, but of late 
and degenerate style, a municipal reissue of the Philip 
tetrad rack m. but now bearing the monogram of the 
city and, in the exergue, dates reckoned according 
to the Caesarian era. 

Perhaps some numismatists of the old so booh at 
the mere suggestion of such an unorthodox treatment 
of coins bearing the supposed portrait and certainly 
the name and titles of the Seleucid king Philip 
Philadelphia, will still feel reluctant to accept the 
new attribution here proposed* How is it possible 
or even probable that Antioch, alter becoming the 
capital of a Homan province and the residence of its 
governor, would be allowed to strike a series of silver 
coins bearing the types and name of a Seleucid prince 
long dead? For their benefit let us recapitulate* 
V e start out with the following definite conclusions 
drawn directly from the coins themselves: (1) that 
the series of Philip's coins forma a category by 
itself, (2) that their degenerate style shows them to 
:;;,iv 0 been struck later than the true Antiochene issues 
oe that prince, (ft) that omr particular coins, because 
of their characteristic monogram, were struck in 
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Antioch, (4? that for stylistic vea&om t for lack of apace, 
and because of the dates they bear, they cannot have 
bse& struck before 04 a.c. or alter 7 o.a* and (5) that 
these dates must be based on some local era, but 
that this era could not have been the Soleucid, the 
Aspen dian t the Pompeian, or the Actiaru The only 
possible room remaining for our tetrad each ms in the 
closely following and compact ranks of silver issues, 
struck in An tioch from the reign of Selaucns II to 
the last days of Treboniajiim G alius, is the period from 
04 to 7 n.Ct, It would, indeed, be a curious phenomenon 
if for the duration of this interval of nearly sixty 
years, in the great and populous city of Antioch, 
second only to Alexandria in importance and wealth, 
the metropolis undi capital of Syria, no silver fcetra- 
drachms should have been struck* 7 On applying the 
dates r-©K found on our tetrad me him to the only 
remaining ora known to have been used, namely 
the Caesarian, we find that these dates fall absolutely 
within the period of time at our disposal. 

Our orthodox numismatist, in ^pite of the seemingly 
conclusive evidence that has thus far piled up in 
favour of the, to him, somewhat surprising date 
assigned to the tetradrachuw, may at ill hesitate 
and be inclined to deny all on the only ground now 
left for him*. How, he will ask T is it conceivable that 
the people of Antioch, citizens of an iJ autonomous ", 
11 inviolate” and l- sacrosanct Tp city, under Roman 


T Aside from certain isawts of Homan deoarii, wlueh major any 
not bare been struck at Antioch, it ii possible that Murk Antony, 
at the commencement of bis Parthian campaign, cuiuolL the welt- 
known ictradnmhni.N bearing bis and Cleopatra's portraits to have 
been i mtd from tb^ mint, but even lure authorities differ. 
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protect ion ? should choose for the types of their silver 
coinage the portrait ” and the inscriptions of a long- 
dead king of a vanished dynasty ? Furthermore, 
is it conceivable that the Roman govern meat would 
permit the city of Antioch, in fact if not in name 
an integral portion of their empire, to strike silver 
coins with the portrait, the titles, and tho types of 
one of its former kings? To answer those interesting 
and perfectly justi liable questions we must stop for 
a moment to consider ihc probable monetary conditions 
in Syria during the first century b.c. Philip, the last 
of the Selene id kings ruling in Antioch, must have 
struck an enormous quantity of coin T because over 
twentydbur varieties have been described in the writer's 
recent monograph on this mint. Indeed, to-day 
Philip's tetrad rack ms easily remain the commonest 
of those of any of the Selene id princes. It is also 
noticeable that these particular tetradrachms show 
a falling off in weight and certainly in the purity 
of their metal* Although there are no records at the 
writer's disposal, experience seems to show that Philip's 
tetrad rack iii 3 seldom occur in hoards extensively 
mingled with those of his predecessors. In other 
words, his coinage, being lighter and of baser metal, 
soon drove out of circulation, according to a well- 
known law, the better coins of preceding rulers. The 
succeeding issues of the Armenian Tigrancs appear 
to be of similar weight and metal to Philip 1 ^ There¬ 
fore, at about the time when Pompey reorganized 
the province of Syria, by far the greater bulk of the 
circulating silver money hi Syria must have consisted 
ol Philip's tetradrachms* These conditions lasted until 
Caesar arrived in Syria and, in his turn* reorganized 
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the province. But by now the circulating medium 
must have been in a deplorable state, and in great 
need of replenishment We know that Caesar himself 
did not issue any of his own coin in this portion of the 
world. It is therefore probable that now, when a new 
coinage was the crying need to replace the old pieces 
worn by anything from twenty to forty years constant 
circulation, the types best known and most acceptable 
to the people wore chosen. For it would h perhaps, 
be hardly meet for the Antiochene mint authorities 
to strike silver money of purely autonomous types* 
seeing that their city, though by solemn decree free 
and inviolate* was d nevertheless, the capital of a 
Roman province, the governors residence, and the 
seat of his power, WhaL objection, on the other hand, 
could there possibly have been against issuing coins in 
close imitation of those at this time most extensively 
in actual circulation, and known to all neighbouring 
peoples by forty years of constant use? Thus would 
their own commercial interests be best served, and, 
at the same time, no offence given to the ruling power. 
However, in place of the magistrate’s monogram found 
on the old royal issue there was now substituted the 
monogram thus designating In a fairly clear and 
definite manner that Antioch the Autonomous was 
the issuing authority for these new-old coins. This 
very same monogram appears again a little later as 
a badge of authority* not only on purely municipal 
bronze coins of local type {tL M. Cut.* Ho, GS). but also 
on the silver tetradmehms struck under joint imperial 
and municipal authority in the reign of Augustus. 
To the writer it would seem sufficiently clear that 
reasons of trade and commerce really dictated the 
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types chosen in the autumn of 47 b.g* for the silver 
coinage about to be st ruck at Antioch, a city ’which, 
next to Alexandria* was the greatest commercial centre 
of the eastern Mediterranean. As regards the Roman 
policy in thus countenancing a reissue of Solenoid 
tetrad raobms, the words of Or, Head apply with 
redoubled force for Antioch and the Syrian province. 
On p, 155 of his monograph/ 1 The Coinage of Ephesus ni 
(iVujvi. Chran* p New Series, voL xx, 1879), in speaking 
of the continuation of the cisfcophoric coinage under 
the Romans, he says: "In this reorganization the 
policy of the Romans was to conciliate the urban 
communities as being no le&a the centres of western 
civilisation and eoinmorcp than bulwarks against the 
dood of Oriental barbarism/' How well tills would 
apply to Antioch h as Lhe champion of Hellenism the 
farthest east, the centre of commerce in these regions, 
and the principal bulwark against the ever-present 
threat of Parthian invasion ! Our tetradrachme were 
therefore struck under the same policy, by virtue of 
the game conditions, and for the same reasons as the 
large coinage of dstophori at Ephesus- The latter 
were but another type of royal coin, and if not actually 
bearing a royal portrait and a royal name (as our 
tetrad rachms do), were t nevertheless, obviously part 
and parcel of the previous royal Pergamenu regime. In 
spite of this their coinage was continued, with little 
let or hindrance, under direct Roman rule, from 
138 U.C.—the date of the constitution of the province 
of Asia—down to imperial times. Similarly, and 
throughout the same period as our posthumous Philip 
coins * other cities, free and autonomous, but, like 
Antlooh, integral portions of the Roman empire. 
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continued in seemingly perfect freedom to issue large 
(jUflmtities of silver money bearing purely local types 
and showing no signs of Homan suzerainty. The most 
important of these were cities like Athens, who coined 
her Athene tetrad radxiiis down to the reign of Augustus 
(Head, p.380, Class XV (f$) r circa HO n.c, to Augustus)* 
Tyro, who coined her Her&kles and eagle tetradrachms 
and didrachni.s m late as a- n, 69/70 {B. M. Cat., No. Ji45) s 
and Amdus n who coined her Tycho tetradraclims down 
to 46/45 mo. {B. M. Cat., No. Wo thus possess 

several dear-cut examples with which to meet any 
possible objections that might be raised against the 
new' assignment on the somewhat superficial ground 
that the Romans would never have countenanced 
the reissue of a silver coin, hearing royal types, in 
the city of Antioch, the capital of their province 
of Syria and the actual residence of the Roman 
governor. There were, indeed^ additional reasons that 
permitted the Roman government not only to coun¬ 
tenance, but perhaps even to approve, the choice of 
certain well-known royal Selendd types for the new 
coinage °f the Syrian city. In the first place, the 
last important claimants to the throne of Salentus, 
Philip IX and another prince nicknamed Kybioaaktes 
by the Alexandria us* seem to have both disappeared 
or died about 58/ofr a + c>, and with them the direct line 
evidently became extinct for all practical purposes." 
The fact that Antioch was striking coins in the name 
and with the types of a Seleucid prince would therefore 
be of as little importance politically as if Austria were 
to continue the issue of her Maria Theresa thalers 


* Bevan. Joe. ei(L t trot !i a p, 
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for the African trade after the extinction of the House 
ot Hapsburg. As we have considerable reason to 
believe that tetradrachms of the actual time of Philip 
Phi lad el pints were still current in Syria in the time 
of Julius Caesar, therefore the addition of new ones 
of the same general typo would be of slight importance. 
Finally* it may have been quite acceptable to the 
Soman government that the coinage of these political ly 
but not commercially obsolete coins should continue, 
rather than that the citizens of Antioch should choose 
types of greater local significance for their proposed 
silver coinage. This would have been a much greater 
evidence of and claim to mi absolute autonomy which 
Antioch really possessed in name but not in fact. 
Before proceeding to the detailed description and 
discussion of the Antiochene coinage of this period 
as a whole, it may be well to call the readers 
attention to one more and undoubtedly determining 
piaoe of evidence in favour of the new date assigned 
to our particular variety of the Philip tetrad rachms. 
One should compare the reverses of these coins with 
the reverse of the first tetrad raehm struck by Augustus 
at Antioch in 2Q (Hum. Chron,, voL xlt, \9l2 t PL vii ( 
No. 12- See our FI. VII. bj T A glance will suffic e 
to show the absolute identity in style and details of 
type between the two series, 1 The head of Sens* his 
drapery, his throne, the figure of Nike* the technique 
■it the inscriptions, are all extraordinarily alike. One 
could almost suppose that one artist had cut the 
respective dies. As the Augustan coin appeared in 


The com h doted 18 « twelfth year of tt it AetiiUk em, or 
between September of 20 and September of IS b.c. 
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20 n.C. it is inconceivable that the mint authorities 
of that year should go back over sixty years in 
choosing a model ibr their coin, for surety few, if any, 
of Philip's oiffti coins contd still bo in general circula¬ 
tion at so late a date ns this, Now it will no doubt be 
admitted by all that it was really the fa ^ries of 
tetradrachms that had boon used as a model tor the 
Augustan issue; their similarity in style, technique, 
and typo is far too close to suppose otherwise. If 
these coins had really been struck in the time of 
Philip there worth l be still less reason why they should 
have Iwea chosen as a model instead of the better 
style coins of that king. The fa tetradrachms were 
taken as a model for the Augustus coin because, as we 
have already deduced for other reasons, they were of 
very recent issue and therefore still in general circula¬ 
tion, Tha now assignment of these interesting pieces 
now bridges the gulf between tho real issues of Philip 
and those of the Roman emperor, and so does away 
with the otherwise astonishing lacuna in the long 
series of Antiochene silver coinages that, appeared to 
exist between the respective reigns of Tigraues and of 
Augustus, 
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PERIOD 1 

Issues of tho year* 47 to 45 n-a 
Desominatioks. 

If* TETfUTxRAf IIM, 

Diademed ibd youthful BADAEI1Z ^lAinTIOY 
head of kin g to r. FUlot on r» EH I $ AN 0 Y X ♦ I - 

AA&EA4*DY on L Zen?* 
enthrone! toh r holds wreath- 
homing Nike in outstretched 
right and sceptre in left, 
Th n n derbc 11 abts vp« ReDeath 
tb roil e, A- 1H The whole en¬ 
circled by laurel wreath- 

L Bjiojsuk (large aize, 22 to 2otnm., grammes 10 to 1-tJ* 

Liwe&fa head of Zeus ANTiOXEflN THE MH- 
to r* Roth filleted and TPODOAE11Z on r, IE- 
dotted borders occur. PAE KAI AEYAGY KAJ 

AYTONOMOY on I. Zeus 
Nikephoros as on tho tetra- 
diuclmiSp seaW to L Thun¬ 
derbolt; above T The whole 
encircled by laurel wreath. 

c. Baoxze (middle sIko, ami 18 inm. p grammes tt to 7k 

Head of Zeus as on prt^ ANTIOXEHN THE MH- 
ceding- Circle of tiot& TPOHOAEflS. Tycbe t 

stand mg to L r holds tiller 
in right umi cornucopias in 
left. 


!M In publishing a variety of this coin in the Xum. Chum j. p 
4lh S^ricfl, toL ail p. 262, ft<w P Rdgar Rogers gives the ingnogruni 
« The mouQijTfLm really if A - a* the supposed R is formed 
by the Conaer of Zeus'i himation hanging dewn and touching the 
mtmogruL Nike alio holds a wreath p sin uiuid, but the dum.wy 
catting of the die has the effect of making ihe lower bnJf of the 
wreath unduly large, and of causing the upper half to he lost in the 
ene ire lung laurel wreath—f bus producing the dfcct described by 
Dr P Rogers a* a “ribboned pain". 
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<£ Brgxzz (email si/A circa lS(?)miiL, weight?). 

Head of Artemis to r. ANTIOXEflN THI MH 
bow and ijuiTer at T POTTO AEUX. Apollo, 

ah oulder naked, stand i ng to 1 ., left arm 

resting on column, bold** 
arrow in right. 


Before Oct, l*t p 47 n.c. 

1. Tetrad slacii at (c)* In L fields AS, 

Paris, No. 1 o49 L xiviL 15)> grammes 15-40; Glasgow 
(Hunterian Coll.), No. 4. grammes 15-93, EL VX I- London. 
No. 6, grammes 15 75; If track, Khousopouloa Sale, Mky 
1905, No. 4478 + grammes 15-91* 

Hated T = Oct 1st, 47—Sept, 80tb* 40 b,c. 

2 . Tctraohagiim (hJl In L field, Jfr* 

In exergue, I* 

Eegio Museo di Torino, No, 4888, grammes 15-02. 

3. BROJf/M&}. Fillet border. In L field, Eab or com. 

In exergue, T* 

Newell Coll, (eountermarked, Head of Apollo), grammes 
18 SO. 

4. Baoszx{5), Du tied border, In 1* field* Isis bead-pre&9w 

Beneath throne, £ - 
In Djergue, f . 

Nowell Coll, gramme* 10-15, PL VI, 2 ; London, No- 2d 
(PLxmiL 11) and No> 27 (coimtermarked, Head of Apollo). 

5. Bronze (ftf. Dotted border. In L field, FAui-HiLOCik 

In exergue* f\ 

Glasgow (Hunterian Colt), Ho- 2ti, grammes 11-93; and 
No. 27 p gramme* 9-9 1. 

li. Bbqhz, (4 In I". 

Miomwt, No, 40; Vienna (Eckhd. voh 3 t p. 271). A 
specimen in Ihu writerti collection, si* well as one in 
London {No, 40), probably belongs here, but unfortunately 
t lie date is off the tlait. 
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7. Baoxzfi (d). 


In exergun, f. 


Mionnet, No. 41. The vvriter life not seen fl spooimon 
of this variety, but would suggest its insertion Lore, provided 
Wiotinet's description he correct. 

Dated A = Oct. 1st, 4G—Sc^t. 30tli, 45 n.c. 




Newell Coll, grammes 15-15. PI. VI. 3 ; Glasgow (Hun¬ 
terian Coll.'S. No, 18, grammes 14 25; 1 Hoy. E. Rogers {Nwi». 
Chn>». t 4thSer. T voh xii, PI. si. "h grammes 14-97 ; Iliracii. 
Blimisopoiilos Sale, May 11)05, No. 4-179, grammes 15'88; 
London, No. 8, grammes 14-47. 

9. Biiowke (ft). In 1. field, Isis head dress. 

In exergue, A. 

Newell Coll,, grammes 12-35; another (conn tor marked. 
Head of Apollo), grammes 11-17 ; GU^ow (Huntarmn Coll), 
No. 28, grammes 11418; another (eounternurked, Hetid of 
Apollo). No, 29, grammes 9415; Vale University Coll., 
grammes 1544, 

10, Bkosze (4 In exergue, A, 

Newell Coll-* grammes 5-79. 

On the 5th of the Idea of Sex till* 48 n c . was fought 
the decisive and, for Pompey T disastrous battle oi 
PharsaUa* Accompanied by the most devoted of his 
fol lowers. Pompey tied hurriedly eastwards, and eluding, 
by the narrowest of margins, the pursuing ships, he 
finally reached Egypt only to be taken prisoner^ killed, 
and liis head delivered to Caesar on the latter's arrival. 
The months that followed found Caesar thoroughly in¬ 
volved in Egyptian affairs and even actually besieged 
in the royal palace at Alexandria. It was not until the 
early summer of 47 a.o, that conditions became settled 
enough for him to depart for Asia Minor, He stopped 
over a few days in Antioch (Caesar, Bell. Alex* f Ixvi), 
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which were spent in the reorganization of the province, 
John Malaias. the Byzantine monli and antiquary of 
hia native Antioch, states that on the JiOtli Artemision, 
or about May 20th, of that year the city was given its 
freedom by Julius Caesar in a solemn decree whoso 
opening words ran as follows : 'Ev ’At^noxti? Tff /ojrpo- 
n&ha If pa ko! dMXf) *rai aurowftw Kai dpxwv?) Kttl 
TTpQKa&Tfpfvtj rijj /ii'aToX^ 'Ifn/Xuu Kaurap ktX. 

Very little time seems to have elapsed before the 
authorities in Antioch commenced to exorcise the right 
of local coinage now allowed the city by virtue of the 
autonomy so recently decreed it. Silver tetradrackms 
and a hnc series of three denominations in bronze 
inaugurated the reopening of the city’s mint. It is 
in to resting to observe that on the largest denomination 
in bronze the city's most important titles reappear in 
the exact order in which they occur on the above- 
mentioned edict of Julius Caesar. The types of these 
new coins reflect, as is only nature!. the most popular 
of the Antiochene divinities. The types of the largest 
of the bronze coins are dedicated to Zeus Olympics 
and arc to be traced back through the purely municipal 
issues of the first half of the century to the well- 
known commemorative tetrodr&chms of Antiochua IV 
Epiphanes, 11 On the obverse is seen the laureate 
head of the god, copied more or less faithfully from 
the great statue placed m the temple of Apollo at 
Daphne. On the reverse the god is represented, with 
Mike and sceptre, enthroned to left, with thunderbolt 
above and the proud inscription ANTlQXEflN THZ 
MHTPOnOAEQZ THZ IEPAI KAI AZYAQY KAI 
AYTONOMOY. 


*< "Tiie Seleucid Mint of Antioch ”, Itx. at., pp. 28 E 
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The second denomination hm lor its obverse typo 
a similar Zeus head, while the reverse is held by the 
standing Tycho of Antioch, She ls depicted holdi ng 
in her left arm the cornucopia*—symbolic not only 
of the fertility of Syria, but also of the city s own 
prosperity due to the wealth of Asia which now 
passed through her markets—and in her right bund the 
tiller—symbolic of Antioch's water-borne commerce 
which dispensed this wealth to all the markets of the 
world. 

The third and smallest denomination gives us repre¬ 
sentations of the other great patron divinities of 
Antioch^-Apollo, whose famous shrine Jay just outside 
the walls in the grove of Daphne, and Artemis his 
sister. Because of lack of room the inscription on 
both the smaller denominations (c and d} h abbre¬ 
viated to the first three words of the inscription on 
denomination 4. In the exergues of all three de¬ 
nominations is found the date J* F which is year 3 
of the Caesarian or so-called Antiochene era F that 
is between Oct. 1st of 47 a,c, and SepL 30th of 4fi 
In the following year coins of the two largest denomi¬ 
nations were again struck, bearing the sum* types and 
inscriptions but having A or year 4 of the above era 
in their exergues* 

Running parallel with this bronze coinage we find 
also what we have seen must be a reissue of the silver 
tetradrachitisof the Seleumd king Philip Philadelphia. 
We possess specimens bearing the two dates f and A 
as on the bronze issues and therefore to be dated 
between the first day of October. 47 u.c, and the last 
day of September. 45 a.a. These interesting pieces 
have been discussed at sufficient length in the intro¬ 
duction. 
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Closely similar to the two tetradrsehms dated T and 
A is another [PL VI. l] which, however, bears no date 
ill the exergue and in strati of the monogram has the 
monogram A and, alongside of it, the letter B. Because 
ot‘ Its close similarity this tetrad rack m can not well be 
separated from Nos. 2 and 8, It is probable, therefore, 
that it served to introduce the series in question. The 
monogram and letter may be best explained as being 
composed of the letters AY for AYrow/iov and 8, ibe 
whole an abbreviation, perhaps, for the expression 
■ year if of autonomy " —or some such formula. In 
other words, this variety was issued in the second 
Caesarian year between the arrival of Julius Caesar 
in Antioch and Ckt. 1st of 47 a.0. when the third year 
commenced. In the immediately succeeding issue the 
fuller monogram fa is given and the date numeral is 
relegated to the exergue. 

In looking at these telmdrachtus closely we become 
aware of an additional piece of evidence pointing to 
their late date. One of the commonest monograms, 
appearing usually beneath the throne, on the Antio¬ 
chene Issues of the later Seleueid kings is A- The 
die-cutter of the present series reproduces this 
monogram from his model—& true coin of Philip 
Phi ladelphus—without, perhaps, quite understanding 
It. For, instead of placing it squarely between the 
throne legs as on his model, he has made it too large 
and has placed it too far to the left, thus completely 
crowding out the left-hand throne leg, and sometimes 
even the drawn-back right foot of Zeus. In this way 
the monogram, though faitlifully introduced iuto the 
later copy, is made to do duty for three things at 
once : a monogram, a throne leg, and a ged s foot! 
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This curious misapprehension on the part of the die- 
cutter of No. 1 19 repeated on all the tetradrachms of 
the series and serves to show in what a stereotyped 
fashion they were produced* Such a proceeding would 
be quite inexplicable if the coins really belonged to 
the reign of the king whose names and types they 
bear. Only late copyists, labouring under & misappre¬ 
hension, would be capable not only of committing 
such a blunder hut of blindly reproducing it on all 
succeeding issues. 


PERIOD IL 

Issues of the years 42 to 8U ft.a 
A. 

Dekouinatioxfl 

a* TETaAnaAcllM. 

Exactly similar to pte- Exactly similar to preceding 
ceding mm, issue. 

In I. held, ^Sj. 

Beneath throne, A- 

| largest size* 25 to 29 mm.* grammes cemi 14 43*1 
to 16p 

Laureate head of Zeus ANTIOXEI1N THX MH- 
to r. Circle of dote. TPO TTOAEnX KA1 

AYTONOMOY. Zeus 
Nikephoros enthroned to 1, 
Thunderbolt above. In L 

held, The whole en- 

circled by laurel wreath. 

Doted H = Oct. let, 42- Sept, 30Lh ( 41 d,c. 

II. Tfthadhachii («)l In exergue, H r 

Newell Cell., gmaitnea iu-45, FI, VI, 4 ; another* 
grammes 15-41* 
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12. Bronze {If). In exergue, H. 

Lomleit, No. 29, No. 30, PL VI. 6; No. 31 ; Glasgow 
(Hunterian Coll.), No, 30, grammes 13-10; Newell ColL, 
grammes 144&B f another, grammes 15-72; Yak University 
Coll-, grammes 10-02 ; C. S T Benient Cull,, grammes 14-Bfi. 

The assassination of Julius Caesar occurred on the 
Ides of March, 44 b.c. By the early summer of 42 b.c. 
Bmtus h Cassius, and their friends were forced to retire 
eastwards before the growing power of Octavian and 
Antony, Cassius went diFtOLly to Syria, ns Dio Cassius 
carefully informs tis, ‘because it excelled as a atn&getleal 
position and in point of money and troops * and further¬ 
more 'because its people were acquainted with him 
and friendly as a result of his campaign with Orasstis \ 
Cassius succeeded in completely winning over the 
people and the legions stationed there, and, on sending 
a dispatch to the Senate concerning the situation in 
Syria, was confirmed by them in the governorship of 
that province. Towards the end of the summer he left 
with the reorganised army to rejoin Bratus in Asia 
Minor. His lieutenant, Labiemis, was sent on a 
mission to Grodes, the Parthian king, to secure his 
aid against the coalition. Before Labienus had quite 
succeeded in this quest the news of Philippi (Oct, 
42 b, c.) and the deaths of both Emilia and Cassius 
reached him. For the moment, therefore, he bided 
his time. Antony* in the meanwhile, crossed over to 
Asia Minor to settle the il flairs of the Fast, In due 
course he arrived in Syria, where he appointed Sax a 
to the governorship, and thence prreceded to Egypt 
(summer of 41 b. c)« 

It is to the winter following Philippi and the 
summer of 41 ii.e., the period of the reorganization 
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under Antony* that we must assign the next issue ot 
coin at the rn^nt of Antioch. The last issue we have 
seen had come to an end by Sept, 30th of 45 b. c. 
Between that time and Oct, 1st ot 42 ± at the earliest, 
u r e have no evidence of any municipal coins having 
been struck in the Syrian metropolis. ~ ^ow a now 
issue, consisting of the silver tstradrachm as before 
and a large denomination (larger, in fact, than the 
previous large one of years I" and A) in bronze, again 
appears—both varieties dated in the eighth fH) year 
of the Caesarian era, or between Oct. 1st, 42, and 
Sept, 30th* 41 u,a* There b Little to observe of parti¬ 
cular interest in this issue except, perhaps, that the 
only titles the city of Antioch now boasts are those 
of ** Metropolis 1 ' and tE Autonomous *\ The other two, 
namely, li Sacred’* and “Inviolate , have been omitted— 
whether because of changed conditions due to the 
battle of Philippi and the subsequent reorganization 
of the province under Antony, or simply because ot 
the otherwise overcrowded appearance and consequent 
illegibility of the inscription* would be difficult and 
probably iutfle at this time to decide. 


11 Laffranchi pitipotev (/?pV. ft. rfp Nnm^ 1917, pp- ®-) 
to assign to Antioch certain arnei and denarii of Cassius for tb& 
year 42 a c, r coins which previous writers (Gnwta t Bah rfeldt, 
and oUien) preferred to assign to Asia Minor* The new attribution 
would in no wine conilkt with tire coin iisjmua which wo an. 1 fftmiying, 
both because they appeared in tbo preceding ipruig and rammer, 
and because they art purelj military in character and struck for 
military purpcd^i, Qlit colm are purely municipal in chiimctcr, 
L'mil struck for load circa! at ion. 
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B. 

0 c^oitiirATfom 

o. Bhonze (hvrgv 'raw, * irm 55 mm. p grammea 11-50 to 12 70), 

Laureate head of Zens ANTFOXEflN THX MH- 
to r. Fillet border, TPQTTOAEQX KAJ AY- 
Palm - branch behind TONOMOY. Zcu£ Nifce- 
jifbrik. jiljufga enthroned to L 

Th un de rbol t above. Capa of 
the Dioscuri. one in front, 
the other behind Zeu& The 
whole encircled by Inure) 
wreath. 




Bronze (sanie si£e and denomination b 


Exactly similar 
ceding. 


to ore- ANTIOXEHN THX MH- 
TPOTTO AEOX THX 
IEPAX KAI AXYAOV. 

Zeus as above. Thun derbolt 
above. Caps of the Dios¬ 
curi, the one in front of 
Zeu^ the other beneath 
throne. The whole en- 


circk'd by laurel wreath. 


Dated 0 = Oct. 1st, 41— Sep L 301 b + 40 u,c. 

13, Bsosze (u) t In exergue. 0. 

Newell Coll, grammes 15 00. PL VI. 6 I obverse); another* 
gminnies 12-57* PL VI, e (reverse) ; Yale University C'olL, 
gmmmeti 10-&6 (worn). 


Dated BOC- = 40 o.c. 

14, BbOsze (fc). In OCttgne, BOt, 

Glasgow (Hunterian Colt-f. No, ill, grammes 12-81, 
PI. VI. 7; London, So. 25; Newell Coll., gram rasa 
1176 (worn ); Yale University Coll., gramme* 1215; 
Regio Huseodi Torino, So. 4049, grammes 1142. 


Labionus bad elected to remain at the Part hum 
court nftor receipt of the nows of Philippi. As time 
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went on, however* and reports of Antonyms entangle¬ 
ments in Egypt commenced to como through* lie felt 
the opportunity fbr action had arrived. He soon 
persuaded Grades to order an attack on the Syrian 
province. Accordingly Pacoras, the heir to the Par- 
tiiian throne, with Lnbienias as his general, commenced 
the invasion. It did not take Labienus long to win 
over the Syrian legions who had previously been 
troops of Cassius, and alter Philippi had been incor¬ 
porated by Antony into his own legions and stationed 
in Syria because t hey were acquainted with the country. 
Antony's general was overcome in pitched battle and 
fled to Antioch, Aparnea surrendered to Labienua, 
aud her example was soon followed by Antioch* wko p 
on finding herself abandoned by Saxa, made all haste 
to come to terms (Dio, xxv t & and 4). Paconss and 
Labienusscon had made themselves masters of a large 
part of Cilicia, all of Syria,, and all of Phoenicia except 
the stronghold of Tyre. 

It was not nntil the summer of 3h n,c, that Antony 
undertook any serious attempt to regain his lost 
provinces. Ho then sent Yentidius, his general, with 
ao army into Cilicia, Labienus was defeated fuid 
perished shortly afterwards. Yentidius then forced 
the passes of the A maims and invaded Syria. Pacorus 
also fell in pitched battle and the Parthian forces 
were completely cleared out of the lands they had 
recently occupied. 

The Antiochene issued of the Caesarian year 9 seem 
to fall entirely within this period of the Parthian 
invasion. As yet no tetradruchms have been recorded, 
but we have, on the other hand, an interesting issue 
of munhipal bronae coins of which only one denotnioa- 
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tion was struck. On the obverse wo should notice the 
reappearance of the fillet border in place of the dotted 
circle. Was this perhaps duo to Parthian influence, 
this being the usual form of decoration occurring on 
Parthian tetmdrachins? A real innovation, as new as 
it is ephemeral, is the presence, behind the head of 
Zeus, of the palm-branch—a plant not generally 
associated with that god. It is, nevertheless, a 
symbol of victory and undoubtedly refers hero to 
the successes and the one important victory gained 
by Liibiemm and his Parthian allies over the urmy 
of Sax*. The reverse of our bronze coin* continues 
the types and inscription of the previous year (H), 
except that the two caps of the Dioscuri, as magis¬ 
trate's symbol, appear in the field. The quickly 
succeeding issue of the same denomination (So. 14J is 
most interesting- On the obverse we have the same 
fillet border and the palm-brunch symbol of No. 18. 
On the reverse we again have the caps of the Dioscuri 
as magistrate’s symbol, which, together with the unusual 
fillet border and the palm-branch, sufficiently proves 
Nos, 13 and 14 to have belonged to the same general 
issue, The inscription on the second coin, however, 
now omits the important title “Autonomous” and 
replaces it with “Sacred and Inviolate”. Farther- 
more, in the exergue appears the Seleueid date BOt 
(Autumn, 41—Autumn, 40 u.o.) instead of the Caesarian 
date. The common use of the fillet border, the pulm- 
bnrncb, and the caps of the Dioscuri, in conjunction wit it 
both H (that is 41-40 B-C.) and BOt (also 41-40 h.c.} 
definitely proves, if proof be necessary, that numis¬ 
matists have been absolutely correct in assigning the 
dates f to ZK on the Antiochene autonomous bronze 
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coinage to the Caesarian rather than to the Pompeian 
or the Act bn eras. The surprising re-in t rod action 
of the long-discontinued Solenoid system of reckoning 
must he directly attributed to the Parthian itiVLision 
and the consequent influence of Parthian custom* which 
continued to employ the S&leucid era to the very end 
of the Ar&ucid djmasty* Tt is also interesting to note 
the feet (to which Dr. Macdonald in his G&taiogtte of 
the Greek- CWn* in the Hunterian Collection, voL iii r 
p. 14-5, has already called attention) that the Seleucid 
system of reckoning also makes a sudden and equally 
ephemeral appearance this very year iBOCj in the 
municipal issues of Apamea. It was Apamea that 
first fell to Lahienns and Facorns early in 44) juc. 
The olose connexion between the appearance of these 
isolated Seleucid dates and the Parthian invasion of 
that year seems, therefore, very evident* 

The absence of the title 1 Autonomous" on these 
Antiochene issues with Seleucid date may or may not 
be of significance. It b indeed very curious that this 
important and jealously prized title should suddenly 
be omitted from the city's coinage. Would Upas Km 
d&vhou quite compensate for the Joss of a&TQv6poit? 
The Parthian regime may have been quite willing 
to decree this important city and the centre of their 
newly acquired dominions in the west <l Saered and 
Inviolate ", but hardly cared to weaken their uncertain 
hold by allowing it absolute autonomy. 

As we have Been, no tot rad radians of this period 
have as yet turned up. Possibly the aurei and 
denarii which Labioims struck (supposedly at Antioch) 
by virtue of his golf-assumed office of imperator and 
the powers that accompanied it, tilled all needs fcr 
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coin of higher denomination than the bronze issues. 
Besides, n city deprived of autonomy (to judge by the 
inscriptions found on the 80 L issue) would hardly 
h&Ye the right to strike silver coins of her own* 


PERIOD III, 

Issues for the years 6G to 37 B, c + 

DESOMINATiONS. 

ft* Tern Ann* edit. 

Exactly eimU&r to the Exactly similar to the pro- 
previous issue of year 8 viotw issue of year 8* 

[H). In L field. to 

Beneath throne s 

b. Bhofxr (middle dze r IB to 20 mm., grammes 5 to 0 o). 

Laureate head of Zeus ANTfcOXEfIN MHTPO- 
to r* Circle of dots- HOAEllZ AYTONO- 

MOY. Trijwd from which 
rise thive brandies of laurel. 

it, Beonze (smalj size. 16 lo 17 mm., grammes 3 20 to 3-80). 

Head of Tycbe to r. ANTIQXEHN MHTPO- 
Cirtk of dote, TTOAEflX | AYTONO- 

MOY Poppy Hanked by 
two ears of corn ; on either 
side of poppy, hunch of 
grapes. 

Dated A* = Oct 1st, 39—Sept. 30th. 3-8 kc. 

15 Eico^e (fr)* Iik field r*, Coes u-coriAE- 

In os argue, AL 

Glasgow (Hunterian C6lL) r No- 32, grammes 4-05; 
London, No. 36 r PI VI. S. 

16 P Bbosze fc)* In held beneath, A I* 

Glasgow (Hunterian ColL), No. 34, grammes 3-27, 
PL VI. 9 ; Another, No, 35, grammes 3-82* 
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Dated HI = Ocl. 1st. 38—Sept. 30th. 37 n.c. 

17. TCTBADHAcujt, In exergue. 81, 

Newell Call., gramoiw 15 42, PI. VX 10; Yule University 
Coll. (aam*i nbverse ami reverse die* jl? my specimen), 
grammes 14 - 78 . 

IS. Biiosze (5). To left and right of type, 

CuiixifcioriAE. 

In exergue, Bl. 

Gkegciv illunteiian Coll ). No. 33, grammes 5 70 ; Yale 
Umvenafcy ColL, grammes 5-57, 

19. Before (&), In fieldr.jW ihqh> Cat>uch?^ 

In exerguo, BJ P 

Newell Coll., gramme® 6*44,. 

After the expulsion of the Parthian invader, the 
province of Syria seeing to have enjoyed a few years 
of comparative quiet. 

Instead of the large denominations in bronze that 
predominate.I in the previous issues, the present, series 
consists only of the two smaller denominations. The 
types chosen arc again very Antiochene in character* 
those on the larger com being in honour of the two 
leading divinities of the city, Zens and Apollo; those 
on the smaller in honour of the Tydie of Antioch, 
while the oom ears, the poppy, and the gmpes symbcjliza 
the rich Fertility of the surround ing district-. 

The style, fabric, low relief* and general appearance 
ot these coins place them unmistakably in the period 
whose coinages we are studying. This point must be 
emphasized because to this period have also been 
assigned an entirely different series bearing the fol¬ 
lowing dates, IA (Mionnet 4% If {Miotmet 5i), and 

(Mionnet 53 and London (inscription Ah, Now33)^ 

SimitiLT coia-:. with Si and Zl, liiivu been pubHklieJ by 
aiiouJqet Nos. 54 and S. H 2ll, As they eue iGeniingly based onlv 




PRE-IMPERIAL COINAGE 01 HOMAN ANTIOCH* 101 

Thom three varieties have for type?, obverse, head of 
Zeus* reverse. Zeus Nikephoros enthroned to L accom¬ 
panied by the inscription, ANTIOXbHM | THZ i 
MHTPOTTOAiflX Their generally thick dumpy 
fabric., their types, and their inscriptions all associate 
them more closely with the earlier municipal issues 
of Antioch which bear the Solenoid dates AKZ to SA2 
(ft* JtL Cat , Nos* 12 to 24) than with the present issues 
dated by the Caesarian era. Furthermore, it is to be 
noted that in their dates the decimal cipher is generally 
placed Jfnrf, while in the Caesarian series it is generally 
others are a few rare exceptions to this order only in 
the year 10) placed last Throughout our series the 
reverse type of the seated Zeus is always encircled 
by a laurel WTeatb. which ornament is not found either 
on the AKE-3AX series or on the three coins men¬ 
tioned above* For these reasons the writer would 
prefer to recognise in these pieces an issue of Antioch, 
as metropolis of Syria, tor the years 55 to 50 u.c.—the 
dates being hosed on the Pompeian era. Only in this 
way can wo explain the style of these? three- pieces, 
their early fabric, their types, and their dates. For if 
we should assume that their dates were to be reckoned 
according to the Caesarian era, then their issue must 
have taken place between the years 3& and 35 b c. 
This, however* would result in an inextricable contu¬ 
sion of style* dates, weights, aud s above all, types and 
inscriptions with our Nos. 15, 1G P 1& + and 10 P As 
the latter pieces seem to he correctly located by stylo 
and inscription, the earlier date of the other pieces 
seems therefore assuied. 

i>n Splits hi. and bn* not tince been record c4 in really trustworthy 
wirki. th« accuracy of their reading La open to doubt, 
mrmtu tuuow, VOU xji. ipibit. 


I 
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PERIOD IV. 

I^su 05 of the years 31 to 27 n.*\ 

A. First Issue, 

DCSOHISfATldtiH. 

a* Rjuhsze (large size, 22 to 25 muL, grammes 10 to U). 

Laurent® head of Zeus ANTIOXEI1N THE MH- 
tt> t*. Circle of dots, TpOTTOAEQE* ZeusNL 

kephoroe enthroned to L 
Th underbolt above. In fro [it 
of Zeim, Curnhcopiae. The 
whole eca circled by lanrol 
wraith* 

L Bhoszk (middle sixe* circa 20 mm., grammes 8-80). 

Laureate head of Zeus ANTlOXEfllM |THE | MH- 
to r Circle of dots- T POFfOAEflZ, Tytbe 

standing to 1. holds til] or 
in right and cornucopias in 
left. Thunderbolt jibove. The 
whole encircled by laurel 
wreath. 

Dated 01 = Out 1st, 31, to early in 30 b h c. 

20, Rroxxk (a). In exorgue, 01 - 

London, Sol 84, PL VIE. 1; another. No. 35 (counter- 
marked, Head of Apollo); Glasgow iHuiitori&n ColLj, Nt>.37 + 
grammes II ^>2; mud her, No 38 (couuterinarkfid., Head of 
Apollo), grammes 11-96 ; another. No, 39. grammes 12-15 ; 
Newell CoIL, gramme 13*98; another* grammes 10^97, 

SL BuosfzE (aj. Ia*iergtie t 10. 

London. No. 33 ; another. No. 35 | count ermarked, Hoad 
of Apollo); Glasgow (Hunterian Coll*), No. 3ti, grammes 
11 89 ; Newell Coll., grammes 1 0-24 ; another (counter- 
marked, Hood of Apollo), grammes 11-DO ; another, grammes 
n 72. pi VO. a - YaU University CdL* gramma 10-72, 

22 Bronze (fr). In oxorguo, 10* 

C. S Bement ColL, grammes 362* PL VIE 3. 
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By the great battle of Actitun (Sept, 2nd, 31 b,o*) 
the future- rule of the ent ire Korn rat world became 
definitely assured to Octaviau. The months following 
the victory the young Caesar spent in the East con¬ 
solidating bis power and pacifying the countries now 
come under his direct supervision. 

It is certainly to this period that the above coins 
belong. The date they bear shows their issue to have 
taken place alter Oct. 1st. 31 b a.* and therefore after 
the battle of Actium. With the types we arc well 
acquainted. There has been little change since the 
previous issue of these denominations, except that the 
title given to Antioch on the present pieces is only 
that of Metropolis Was the position of Antioch under 
the new regime at first not quite assured enough to 
allow her the title of autonomy ? 

It is noticeable that upon the majority of the extant 
specimens of the larger denomination of this issue 
there is found counters tamped a small hmt of Apollo 
with laurel wreath and quiver. Under the following 
coins the reasons for this comiterstamp will be 
discussed. 


A- Second issue* 

DSMKMtlfATlOlfS. 

A. Taxu d uchm - 

Exactly similar to the Exactly similar to the issue 
issue of Period HE of Period Ill except that 

the throne Leg Um always 
th* form 

In L fluid. £|\ 

Beneath throne. ^ 
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^ Eeuxze (large sizo reduced, 2D m i n ,, LT&mm^s ctTM 7 to 8), 

Lau rente head of Zeu& ANTlOXEflN MHTPO- 
r. aa do preceding las ae, TT O A E QX A V T ON O ■ 

Circle of dots*. MOV, Zeus <-nthroned to 

I. as on preceding issue. 
Throne lug laoj4 henceforth 
the form f. 

In I field, Ear of Coatf. 

The whale encircled by laurel 
wreath. 

Doted 01 = aomo time p raviolis to SepU U0th+ 30 'b.C* 

23. TETHADiiAcnH (fl) + In exorgn>\ 01. 

London, No, (>, grammes ll-SD j Paris. No. 1541. grammes 
15 05 ; Leake ColL p grammes 14 2J ; Newell Call., grammes 
I-I-99+ PL VII. 4; C. S. Hemet it ColL. grammes 15-58. 

2i‘ Bkobze (AJp In ex^i^gue, 0L 

Newell Coll. P grammes 8-15+ FL VII. 6- 

Before the close of the nineteenth Caesarian year 
Antioch had regained her formerly privileged position 
and once more was allowed the title of ‘“Autonomous*, 
as both the inscription of No, 24 and the mere presence 
of a silver coinage would show. 

An interesting feature of the tctradraehma and of 
the bronze belonging to the second issue of year 19 is 
the changed form of the throne log* Henceforth it is 
always to have the form £ instead of the previous f. 
As far as the tetra drachms are concerned this detail 
proves itself very useful. For it enables us to dis¬ 
tinguish the coins (which nra struck on so small a 
planclici that the date Lu the exergue is often missing) 
struck slier this date from the preceding issues. 
Furthermore! the fact that this sudden change in the 
ionn of the throne leg takes place on both the silver 
tetf&dmckm and the bronze of reduced weigbt“both 
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bearing the Caesarian date 01—proves* beyond all 
reasonable doubt, that these curious tetrad rad i ns s of 
revived iSeleucid type must belong to the period 
assigned to them in this artIde* 

The continuance of the s&me types on the bronze 
pieces of this issue, while they are reduced in size and 
weight, may account for the appearance of the Apollo 
counters tamp on so many of the large bronze pieces 
of preceding issues. Particularly common is this 
counterstamp on the Nos. 20 and '*1 which we have 
assigned to the first part of the year 19* As in the 
Last Issue of this year, as well as in the issues of the 
two succeeding years, the weight of the bronze piece 
has been materially reduced but the types retained 
(except in the inscription not easily distinguished by 
a rapid or superficial gSance); the Apollo conuterstamp 
may well have been impressed on all the earlier and 
heavier coins of this denomination still in circulation 
to equalize their current value with the newly issued 
but lighter pieces. The reason lor the choice of the 
Apollo head is obviously attributable to the pre¬ 
dominating Influence this divinity enjoyed at Antiocb. 
Furthermore, as the counter stamping seems to have 
been done not earlier than the commencement of 
3D e+c., the suggestion lies to hand that the choice of 
this particular god may also have been somewhat 
influenced by n recent important event, the battle of 
Aetiiim. It is well known that Apollo was especially 
favoured by Oct&vian, particularly after Actiuui, the 
happy outcome of which was attributed by him directly 
to the good will of Ac dan Apollo* 
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B. 

Dated K = Oct Lai, 30— Sept- 80th, 29 b*c, 

25. Tit1:ilvihlachj[ (a). In exergue, K. 

Paris, No, 1542, grammes14-45* 

28. Bronze (bl In ]. Held, CoiunjcgriAt 

In exergue, K. 

Vale University Call, grammes 8-82, FI VII. 0. 

27. Bko^ze (b). In !. field, Isis hxai>dexbs. 

In exergue K. 

Tito University Coll, grammes 8-50. 

28. Bronze (A}+ Ini. field, WjxgepCaducei/s. 

In exergue, K. 

Yak University Cull, g&unmcft 7-85; Begin Museo di 
Torino, No. 49&I (symbol uncertain), gm unties 7-90. 

Dated AK = Oct. 1st, 29—Sept 80tk 2H u.c. 

29. TirniADGMiUi (a). In exergue, AK* 

London facquired 1900), grammes 14-93 ; Newell Coll* 
(the date on this specimen might also road AK| r grammes 
14-92; Amor. Numi& Soc. fc grammes 14-54 + There is 
said to exist a variety of this piece with the monogram £ 

Instead of fir, and the date KA in the exergue (Mionnet, 
No 913; Paris, No, 1545). A cast of a similar specimen 
in the Rev. Dr* Rogeirs collection, very kindly forwarded 
by the owner, proves lho atijiposud date KA to lie really 
K/P, This variety therefore /alls out from the dated scries, 
although its style proves the coin to liavp bocrii struck {in 
Antioch ?| at about the same period os chit Noa, 1 and 2. 

210, Bhoszi- [tt) w I ti I field, Wnraro Caducbub. 

In exergue, AK. 

Newell Coll., grammes 7^62. 

81 - Biom lb). In L field, Ear or Craw. 

la exergue, AK. 

W °' 4 ®* ^* m ““ 849 ( pL ixxi. 
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Dfitei 1 BK - OtL lat, 2£—BepL 80th t 27 . 

U$. TrtPAMtAtiiJi (it). In exergu*. BK, 

Parb, Na + 1514, gramme I5’00; H, R- Drowne Celb 

With Ootaviftn firmly established in power ami 
every pc^iLlfi rival fluidly olitJUMtfld, the disturbed 
conditions of the civil wars came to an end and 
the Roman world entered upon a period of peace 
and prosperity* No centre of civilization could have 
prospered more by this happy state oi affairs than 
Antioch, This h perhaps, to a cartaiu extent, reflected 
by her coinage, which from the nineteenth Caesarian 
year commences! to appear in a more orderly and con¬ 
tinued sequence than at &ny previous time during the 
civil wars, 

Sig. Lailrunchi has recently, in the Rm#ia Italian# 
di Numkmatiea (voL xxx r 1S17, 247 th)* attributed to 
the mint at Antioch a large series of Roman aurei 
and denarii of Cassius, Labiemis, and Mark Antony 
covering the period 42 to 30 b^cl Ie his conclusions 
prove well founded mid are generally accepted, it 
would in no wise affect the dating or attribution ot 
our nmniclpu! silver and bronze coins, as the Roman 
pieces with their Latin inscriptions were not struck 
primarily for use by the local population, but lor 
Roman governmental purposes and for the pay of 
the Legion* actually stationed here or being raised 
here. This certainly leaves our bronze coins entirely 
out of consideration. With regard to tiro silver tetra¬ 
brachius it is interestiug to see that every known 
date, with the exception of Kb falls in years to which 
Sig, Lnflhrachi was unable to assign any of the purely 
Roman issues. Thus the scries of Lacunae in our line 
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of tetnidrachm dates is largely accounted for. With 
the coming of Octavbm no more Roman coittB, for 
a period of ten years, aro assignable to Antioch, but 
instead the tetradrachms commence to appear yearly. 

PERIOD V* 

Issues of the years 2G to 20 b.& 

I) rs o m is at! Os*. 

a . Tetrad gachac. 

Exac(1 y similar to the Esuctly similar to the issues 
issues of Period IV. of Period IV. 

In 1. field, £r 
Beneath throne, A* 

&. Brumis (middle *dze, 15 to 18 nun., grammes riftfl 4-SO 
to 5 50/ t 

Veiled and tune ted head ANTIOXEHN MHTPO- 
of Tycho to r. Circle ITOAEni AYTONO- 
ef dots- MiOY. Tripod from which 

rise three branches of laurel* 
Tiie whole encircled by 
laurel wreath. 

£. Bronze j middle rizo, 15 to 18 tnm., grammes circa 5 
to 5'50J* 

Laureate head of Zeiis ANTIQXEXlN I MHTPO- 
to r s Cirdeofdots, HOAEflZ | AYTONO- 

MOY h Tripod from which 
rise three branches of laurel. 
The whole encircled by 
laurel wreath, 

A Bronze (small size, 12 to 15 mm., grammes 2-50 to ttj. 

Veiled and turretod head ANTfOXEfXN AYTONO- 
of Tycho tor. Circle of MOV. Tyehe, standing tql M 
dots, holds tiller in r. and cornu- 

copiae in 1. The whole 
encircled by laurel wreath. 

Dated KA = Oct, 1st, 26 Sept 30t| lp 25 b.c. 

33 TeraADiuciui (a). In weigne, KA 

15-45, grammes 14-40 ; Lnsikt-, grammes 14-37. 
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IMed EK = Oct. !*t r 36—Bept. SOIL. 24 B.t. 

!I4. Rhonze (6). On 1. find r. of typo, E-K. 

Glnqgutv {Hunterian Coll. I, No. 40+grammes 4-34 : London. 
No r 37 ; Newell Coll. r grammes o<59 F PI. ^ II. $* 

85. Bronze {<F). In field beneath, EK. 

Glasgow {Hunterian Coll,), No. 4H. grammes 2-95. 

Dat'd SK □* Oct let, 24—Sept 30 ? 33 ^ 

3 si. TtnuAi>fiACiix (a). In exergue, SK. 

Rut* E. Regents Coll.. grammes 14 87* Pi. VII, £L 

Dated ZK = Oei. lat K 23-Sept 30th T 22 n,c, 

37. Tmxmo&n (a). In L Held. beneath mono- 

gnnu, pallet. 

In exergue, ZK, 

Newell Coll*, giHmmos 14-15* 

38. liftONZK ffr)* Oi3 1. anil i\ of type, Z-K. 

Glasgow Hlunlerinn CoIU, No. 41 p grammes 5 31 ; No. 42 t 
grummet6*26(PI Ixxi- 83); London,Nos. 3E and 39; Newel! 
ColL T gramm+v, 5 38 h PL VII. 10 : Regio Musoo di Torino, 
Nu r 4952, grmniiKs 3 94, 

39. Bkunzk (d). In tield beneath, ZK, 

Glasgow (Hunterian Coll J, No. 44 P grammes 2-53* 

4V. Bkonze (c Jl In exergue* ZK, 

Glasgow {Hunterian Coll.). No, 45, grammes 5-28 ; No, 43. 

grammes 5 -11 |PL Ixxi. 33),. PL VII* 11, 

Dated HK = Oct, 1st* 22 —Sept. 39th P 21 b.c. 

41, Tethadhacxim [a ]k In Oiorguo, HK. 

Newell ColL, grammes 14 B8 h 

Dated 0K - Oct 21— Sept. 30Lh, 20 b.c. 

43* Tetiladiuchk {a). In ese^gua, 0K, 

Harvard University Coll, } Nowell ColL P gmnmies 18*96, 
PL VII. 12 ; Leake, grammes 18-88. 
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As in the history of Antioch itself at this Lime Liters 
is little of special note to remark concerning its coinage. 
The coinage of posthumous Philip tetradi-ackmu con¬ 
tinues with little interruption; such gaps as exist ifK 
and EK> will probably be filled by future finds* The 
coinage of the large bronze denomination has ceased 
entirely, but, on the other hand, in both the years 25 
and 27 a middle and n small denomination is once 
more coined. Baring the course of the year 27 there 
Lppears u second issue of the middle denomination 
with the obverse type changed from u boat of Tycho 
to a Zens head, the reverse type of the tripod remaining 
[he same. 

With the tetradrachm dated OK the isrnie of these 
curious and interesting coins comes temporarily to an 
end. The year commencing in the autumn of 20 a.c. 
sees the issue of a new variety of tetradr.it:kin [ PLVXX. b] 
l>aaring on the obverse the familiar and handsome 
features of Augustus, in the place of those of the long- 
dead Philip. The inscription reads XEBAITOY O 

. IB, which has naturally been taken to 

indicate that the coin was struck in the twelfth con- 
^iljitc of Augustus [7-fime.). u Of the word YUATOY 
only the first two letters (in monogram) now' remain. 
Tim immoral IB, however, cnimot possibly be considered 
m going with the word YTTATOY, as it is plac d ride- 
ways beneath the chin of Augustus instead of alongside 
that word, where there would have been ample room. 
It is evident that if IB does not indicate the twelfth 
consulship of Augustus it can only indicate Lhe twelfth 
\ ear of the Aotian era, which mu from the autumn 

'* Pick, Ztitieht-. /. AVm., m, 310 ; Num. Ch?vtt. r 4th Series, 
*ol. Ill, i* r 147. 
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of 20 to the autumn of 19 a-a 11 In other words, 
tetradmchin immediately follows the posthumous 
Philip tetradrackm of the twenty-ninth Caesarian 
year. The very close connexion in time between 
their respective issues is finally proved by a com¬ 
parison of the reverses of the two pieces in question. 
The Zeus figure on both is extraordinarily alike, so 
much sc, in fact, that one might almost suppose them to 
have been cut by the same engraver. The now absurdly 
anachronistic legend SAllAEfil ftlAHirlOV Eni- 
♦ANQYI $IAAAEA4>0Y is replaced by the more 
timely KAlTAPOZ GEOY YIOY, the well-known 
titles of Augustus. The application of the numeral 
IB to the Actian cm, instead of considering them as 
belonging to the w ord YfT ATOY t results in placing the 
date ot this Augustan tetrad rachm between September 
of the year 20 b.c. and September of 19 b.g. Imme¬ 
diately, this briuga the coin in closest conjunction with 
Augustus's second visit to Syria. Having returned to 
Rome after arranging the a flairs of Asia, in consequence 
of his great victory at Actinrn, Augustus remained in 
the West until the year 22 b.c , when, us we learn from 
Dio tUv. 6. l) T he “went to Sicily in order to settle 
affairs in that islund and elsewhere as far as Syria 
In the following year ha crossed over into Greece 
[Jiv. 7. 4), and “ in the spring of the year when Marcus 
Apuleius and Publius Siiins were consuls |20 e,c.) he 
went into Asia nud settled everything there and in 


I* ttju Sig. LalFnmthi evidently implies when, in the caurw 
of hii article mentioned above, be *ays of this pMiwtilar coin 
-p. 855), “a.pparl<flsnt« veroaimilnieate all’ asm 21 Bn 

howtTtr, to hare made mistake of one year it reckoning 
hie dale* 
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fiithyuiu Thus lie could hardly have reached Syria 
(liv. 7* 0} until towards the autumn of that year* A & our 
Augustan tetmdraohm ww$ not struck until September 
oi 20 ft-c+i at the earliest, we may logically and pre¬ 
sumably attribute its appearance, and the important 
change of types it embodies, to the emperor a visit to 
Antioch and the desire of the city to compliment him 
by placing his portrait on her coinage on that occasion * 
We are algo led to infer, from a further cons i delation 
ot this coinage that on the occasion of the emperor's 
visit to Antioch the Actjan system of reckoning dates 
was adopted in his honour and the Caesarian system, 
at least temporarily, suspended* 

Before leaving the new assignment of the JS£ series 
td Philip tetfadrachms to the consideration of" his 
older colleagues abroad, the writer would draw atten¬ 
tion to an observation that may now he made—the 
entire material of this period, at present available, 
being placed before us—that the known sped mens ol 
our tetradmchnis seem to fall only in the years and at 
the times when the municipal bronze issues of Antioch 
befir the title '“Autonomous Whenever this title is 
omitted no tetrad rach ms of that period are known. 
To be sure, future finds may make it necesaaiy to 
modify this observation, but for the present it would 
seem to hold good. The obvious inference lies to 
hand that only when the city legally bore the title 
of "Autonomous” did she possess the time-honoured 
right of autonomy- -the right to issue silver money. 

Circumstance had indeed dictated the writers 
intention ot dosing this article with the Augustan 
coin just described, thus leaving untouched the only 
remaining gap in the Antiochene silver coinage which 
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apparently exists between the years 20/19 and 7/6 b.o, 
To this period of time it km hitherto been impossible 
to assign any coins. While actual!}” engaged in 
reading the final prool there was brought to the 
writer another and important specimen of what inaj" 
be termed the posthumous Philip series. This new* 
coin is exactly similar in all details to the ones 
described above under Xos. 11 and 42, except that in 
this case the exergual date clearly roads f A, This 
tatra drachm therefore shows that the Augustan piece 
was evidently more In the nature of a commemorative 
i-sue, probabl}- only struck during the emperor's visit 
ro Antioch, and that after his departure the old 
Sdeucid type was once molt revived. The unexpected 
appearance of the TA specimen leads one to infer 
that other tetmdrachms with late dates may eventually 
turn up io assist in filling the sihove-mentioned lacuna. 
These, including the new date f A f = the 33rd Caesar- 
year, or 17/16 n.c.j h will then represent the final 
portion of the pre-imperial coinage of Homan Antioch. 
They were superseded in 7/6 b c. by the well-known 
tetradmehms of Augustus bearing the reverse type 
pf the seated Tyche of Antioch. At this time that 
great city became a truly imperial mint and one of 
?he most important in the Roman Empire. Hence¬ 
forth her silver issues always bear au imperial p-ortrait, 
while her bronze issues no longer display tho proud 
title “ Autonomous Jl . 
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THE BO MAN MONETARY SYSTEM, 

Emit TL 

§ 10. 'The. Augustan St/viem, 

Is the preceding section 1 we considered the const i- 
c cttiou of the orichaleum and copper factors of the 
Augustan system. With respect to the more precious 
metals Pliny's statement that, in the time of Augustus, 
the auveitt was struck at ^ of a pound (= 120-B grad 
Hid the- denarius at 8 l * (= 60 15 grs.) is pretty generally 
accepted* 

lip however, as may reasonably be supposed, the 
weight of each (lu/vffv and dsn&rius was tested 
separately, it appears probable that the normal 
standard of the coins wm 7 and 34 scripula respec¬ 
tively , or 122*7 and 61-39 grs. fc which approximates 
fairly closely to Pliny'a ^ and This standard 
remained unchanged from e.o, 14 to a*d. 63, 

That the denarim of Augustus was issued normally 
at if> siljquae {— 58-4 grs*) t as 1ms been suggested, 
which implies, moreover, that the weight of the attrew 
would be 40 siiiquae (^116*8 grs.), is obviously too 
low an estimate. The gold coins of the early Empire 
are remarkably consistent in their weight and con¬ 
siderable care appears to have been taken to ensure 
accuracy i n th is respect. Moreover, the avo rage weigh t 


1 >W, Chm r, 1918, pp a I5t»- Sc. 
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of the coins certainly indicates ft rather heavier 
standard ; thtis sis finely preserved aurei of Augustns 
give an average of 121-35 grs, and seventeen equally 
fine denarii, loaned after ft, a 20, an average of 50-8 grs. 
The normal weight, as a general rule, may be expected 
to be slightly in excess of the average; therefore there 
appears mme justification for the eon elusion that the 
mute IWff and denarius of Augustus weighed respectively 
7 and - 4 | sciipula. 

The rfttio of gold to silver was thus 12-5 to L 

The metal composing the denarii of Augustus ia, as 
regards quality, the finest that occurs under the 
Empire ; J. Hiramer\ analysis showing ns high a 
proportion as 0439 of pure silver,* 

The monetary system instituted by Augustus, com- 
prising eight dcnoimnations which formed the basis 
of the Roman coinage down to the time of GaHiemis, 
may be summarized a 1 ? follows; — 

Xwwat 

AiirtiM 7 ifiiipiila= 122*7 jira.= 

Q LUTHuiiiJ ftureiifi 3| „ = flI-33 « = 8-9** w 

r>t'IUiriu3 iii rr = Gl *98 t+ *■ ^ 

Quiimriti* ittgenleui ij „ = ri04J9 p , = 1*98 

Sestertius 24 „ =421-0 t > =27-25 ,+ 

DapCiidkUif 12 M =210-5 ,■ =1^0 PP 

Ah 10 „ =1755 PT =113 T , 

Quadmnt 2| „ = 44-0 ri = 2-9 M 

{ 11, Changes in the Augustan System 

We now puss on to notice the changes that occurred 
in th* course of this period of over two and a half 
centuries and the various attempts, made from time to 
time to readjust the coinage in order to stave off the 
inevitable disintegration of the system* 

1 u Dr-r FVingpbfrlt d$r gntrchtechcn and rftmiacliea Maiden ,+ 

A r w»i . + l&07 f rot ixvh 95. 


Gold 

Silver 

OrielniE- 

enm 

Copper 




116 


E- A, STDEITHAM. 


These changes are mainly of throe kinds: (1) the 
addition of new denominations or new forms of existing 
denominations, the duration of their currency being in 
some cases limited to a few years, while in others it 
is extended to nearly a century ; fS> the temporary 
or permanent discontinuance of certain denominations; 
(3) the tendency towards depreciation, which is 
especially conspicuous in the third century, by the 
reduction in the weight of the gold and bronze and 
by the increase of the alloy in the silver. 

It may be stated generally that throughout this 
period gold and silver qulnarii appear to have been 
issued somewhat irregularly and never in very large 
quantities. This also applies to some extent to the 
smaller denominations of orichalcum and copper. 

The first new specie* of coin, in addition to the four 
senatorial denominations of Augustus, was introduced 
!> 3 r the moneyers, P. Ltirius Agrtppa, If. Maecilius 
Tul Inland 1L Sulvius Otho, who appear to have held 
joint office a* triumviri in e.m 5. Besides dupondii 
and asst* of the usual types, these moneyed issued a 
series of coins of larger module bearing on the obverse 
the striking device of the head of Augustus crowned 
by a full-length figure of Yictoiy* 

These coins h which havo boon variously described as 
■'•edertii by Mr. Omeber,^ as “triumphal” usjies by 
Willers and Laffrancbi/or as dupondii by Mr.Waltera,* 
appear to have been issued at a weight standard of 
normally about 350 grs. i: 


1 Sum. Cbron, r mi. p. m * Riv. *!., 1914, p. 327. 

Su*tr. CfcitiH., 1915, p. 326, 

Aitusl wright* of sped mens ure fitt grains): P. Agiipn*, 271-0 ; 
M. TuUm, m :l t 360-6 : It. Ottio, 330-5 p 275-4, 258-0, 
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The metal of which they are composed is apparently 
pure, or almost pure* copper—a fact that in itself 
entirely disposes of the view that the coins are sestertii- 
On the other hands, their weight demonstrates dearly 
that they cannot be asses, Thus there seems little 
reason to doubt that, we are justified in accepting 
Mr. Walters'® suggestion that these remarkable coins 
are copper diipoiulii 

It seems to have bean tho unwritten tt do in early 
days that the emperors portrait was placed on no 
senatorial coin other than the fl# a and this rule was 
observed until about the year a-b. These unusual 
coins struck by the money or® of a+c. 5, theretofe* form 
the only exceptions ; and their issue must bo regarded 
as extraordinary* since it establishes no precedent and 
was of brief duration- 

Of more importance, on account of its greater per¬ 
manence as a factor of the monetary system* was the 
introduction of the brass (orichalciimj semis. This 
denomination was not issued by any of the money ers 
who controlled the senatorial mint down to 0-C* 3, but 
appears in the following year at the provincial mint of 
Lugdunum. 7 Its in trod not ion under the auspices of 
the emperor, or the Concilium Calliartum was possibly 
with a view to improving the scheme of the brass 
and copper coinage, by bringing the denominational 
values into more regular sequence. Thus the pro¬ 
vincial coinage of Lugdunum* consisting of sestsrHw, 
dujtimdiuti, tvs, and semis, represented in terms of the 
Qft ± 2, l s and as contrasted with the senatorial 
sestertius, dupmdius, as, and quad rum or 4. 2, l T and J. 


t Cf r "*Tbe Mint of Lugdunum *V«nn r CJWiea,* ] SX7„ |l 74. 

XUUHV. GlittBM.. TOtn *■* *, IX11E1 I' - * K 
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Although the Lugdnntmi sequence lift* much to 
commend it from a practical point ot view, it does not 
appoint to have beau adopted by the liomtui mint, and 
the semis finds no place in the senatorial coinage until 
it is included in the elaborate reform of Nero, a»t>. 63. 

The orichalcum, or brass, matt*** of Augustus anti 
Tiberius bear but one reverse type, namely that, of 
the Altar of Lugduntm, and their issue ceases about 
the year a. n. 21, when the provincial mint of Lngdtmum 
was closed for the issue of brass and copper. 

Two modifications of tho Augustan system occur 
during the reign of Tiberius: (1) the copper quadrants 
were discontinued, and (2) dmpondit were issued ac¬ 
cording to two standards of weight. 

The former calls for little comment, since the issue 
of small copper money fluctuates considerably under 
the earlier emperors. But this somewhat nut ious 
feature respecting the weight of the dttpondiux un¬ 
doubtedly has an important bearing on the monetary 
principles of the period. 

There is practically no question that the weight ot 
the dwpowfttw.as originally determined under Augustus, 
was half an ouuee (810-5 grs.}. Tho senatorial dupottdii 
of the money ers ib.c. 18-3), though subject to a good 
deal of variation, work out at this amount on the 
aggregate, and the imperial dupontlii ot Liigdunum 
(u.c. ‘2-a.O. 21) correspond lairly consistently with 
i his weight About the year A.O 22, however, w* 
find dupondii issued at a heavier standard oi about 
250 gra* These heavier coins did not supersede the 
lighter ones, but were issued along with ibem. More* 


» Speriawbi act infrequently weigh in much ns 380 gre. 
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over, they present no distinction in type, so that we 
find many examples of ditpondii. identical m rcgsrds 
type and legend, issued at both weights o.g. dtipondii 
of Antonia, Nero et Downs Caesares, &aj. 

It is perhaps obvious to raise the question whether 
this variation in weight may not be the result of mere 
accident or inaccuracy in cast ing the flans. It is well 
known that Roman coin-weights were frequently 
erratic, but, in the case of the dupondii of this period, 
the tendency to exceed half an ounce is in many 
specimens so marked that it appears practically certain 
that they were intended to conform to a heavier 
standard, On tbs other hand, the lighter dupondii 
generally fall short of half an ounce, 

Tliis feature is utnnistakable in the dupondii issued 
during the latter part of Tiberius’s reign and during 
the reigns of Caligula and Claudius. It is not witbottt 
significance too that, under the lust two eui [tenons, the 
sestertim weighs almost invariably more than an 
ounce, and frequently as much as 470 gn>; whereas, 
throughout the period, there is no corresponding 
appreciation in the weight of the njj. 

Taking these points in connexion with one another 
it seems possible to arrive at some explanation of the 
increase iu the weight of the dnpondim. It has 
already been pointed out that orichalcum was reckoned 
in currency at about one and two-thirds the value of 
copper.* This certainly appears to have been the 
ratio between the two metals at tho time that orichal¬ 
cum coins were introduced by Augustus, so that the 
dupt/nditi* of orichalcum, weighing 2105 grs., was 

* Cf. "The Roman Mtntbuy System", Part I, iYu«t. CArttn., 
191B, pp, 1S'2 If. 
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twice the value of tine copper weighing 175-5 gra. 
That is to $&y\ the dupondiu# was ouc-fifth heavier than 
the 

Under Caligula and Claudius the component factors 
of orichalcura, copper and zinc* occur in almost 
exact proportions of 4 to 1. thus producing orjchalcum 
of the finest quality, 111 But what was the result? 
Evidently that the intrinsic value of orichalcum 
relatively to that of pure copper was Found not to be 
a* great as that assigned to it by Augustus. Conse¬ 
quently it became necessary to add weight to the 
alloyed coin* in order to present the standard of the 

Although this hypothesis accounts for the issue of 
the heavier drtpondii t it does not explain the per¬ 
sistence in certain cases of the older half-ounce 
standard. It is probable, however, that the com¬ 
mercial value of orichalcum tended to fluctuate so 
that in the issue of light thtpontfU we may discern 
sundry attempts—apparently unsuccessful—to main¬ 
tain it at its original status; Further, we may well 
imagine that this shifting of the ratio between orielnil- 
cum and copper goes some way towards explaining 
why no orichalcum coins were struck during the 
earlier part of Ifercfs reign* and why in the year 
a. ix 63 the senatorial coinage was entirely readjusted 
on an orichalcum basis. 

Iti attempting to discover the normal or theoretical 
weight of the heavy dffjjourf/iix, issued between a.d. 22 
and 54 f a difficulty arises from the fact that we possess 
no independent evidence m to the extent to which 
orichalcum had depreciated in relation to copper. 


Ia See Appendix, Table II, abridged from Haaimi-r a amklym. 
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Wo depend mainly, therefore, on the average weight 
of the coins. This, as we have stated, worts out at 
about 25G grs,, which indicates that the ratio between 
the metals stood at about one and one-third to one- 
That is to say. since the two antes of copper weighed 
Haft grs., it follows that an equivalent value of orichai- 
eum would weigh 252*5 grs., or one-twentieth of a 
Homan pound, which wan not improbably the normal 
weight of the heavy diipoTidiit*. 

On the other hand, we cannot overlook the possibility 
that the weight of these coins may not have been 
definitely fixed; and h provided they contained a 
greater amount of orichaleum than the dup&ndii of 
the Augustan standard, their precise weight may 
have been left to the caprice or discretion of the 
coiners. 


$ 12. The Xeronkm /fe/orw, a.d, G3J 1 

Unring the first nine years of Nero^ reign a some¬ 
what unusual state of affair* prevailed in connexion 
with the Eoman mint, inasmuch as the issue of gold 
and silver* which since the time of Augustus had 
belonged exclusively to the imperial mint, was now 
relegated to the senatorial, 1 - It seem* probable, more¬ 
over, that’no coins of oricbalcum or copper were issued 

11 E living attested to deal with various aspects of Kero's 
coinage tkdJ the important reform of 63 in the -Xu mi. CJupm,, 
1 910 T pp. 13 30, I itudlnot repent what I have already said further 
than is nec^afljr^ tomnke the subject intelligible. There ary. how¬ 
ever, one or two supplemenlaiy point* to which I wish morv 
pirlicakirly to call attention in Lhu present action. 

u This seems u fair inference from the invariable occurrence of 
EX S C on the ur^vV and rfemrii issued a. i«. 54- However, 
Mr. Mat tin ply ha* sugjzestod a somewhat different eipLunation. 
[Seo “ Mints of the Early Km pi re M ?n Jqh**#* E4m*8tudim s voLviL) 
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prior to the year a.d. 60; am] it is not until after the 
reform of a + d, 63 that the great Nenmian coinage in 
these metals really begins. 

This temporary closing of the senatorial mint for 
the issue of brass and copper coins was not without 
precedent in the monetary histoiy of Rome, From 
e.c, M to 23 there had been an almost total cessation 
of the bronze coinage, and a similar lac urns had 
occurred between u.c. 3 and a.d, 11, 

Down to the year A. o. 03 the gold and stiver coins 
were maintained at about the same standard of weight 
and purity as that adopted in b.gl 13. But in A,m 63 
Kero reduced the weight of the aureus to aeripula 
(113-75 grs.) and that of the denarius to 3 scriptda 
(52*64 grs.), or respectively to fa and of a pound. 1! 
At the mm o time the amount of alloy in the silver 
was increased to about 10 per cent. 

It may be noted In passing that, although the 
tfcmzrtu# suffered considerably from debasement under 
subsequent emperors, no further reduction seems to 
have been made in its normal weight as long as it 
continued to be a regular factor of the currency. 

I have elsewhere enumerated various reasons that 
have been urged in explanation of the reduction of the 
gold and silver coins under Kero. There 'seems no 
question, however, that the reduction Lu the case of 
the aureus and denarius is inseparably associated with 
the readjustment of the oriekalenm and copper 
coinage. 

Orichdcum, as we have seen, tended to depreciate 
relatively to copper, whereas copper seems to have 
maintained its relative value to gold and silver. The 


11 Pliny, X tf, aim. % fl3l* 
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difficulty was met during tlio reigns of Caligula and 
Claudius, as we Lave seen, by the issue of ee* iertii and 
diipomlii at an increased weight. Whether or not this 
device proved unsatisfactory does not transpire, but it 
is certain that during the earlier pari of Ncros reign 
the coinage of orich&lcuru was abandoned. 

Between a.d. 60 and 63 there appears to have been 
it limited output of copper axaea, *emisses, and ijtia- 
tlrantes and possibly a few dupondii, But os time 
lvent on the need of a regular and more plentiful 
supply of oriohalcum and copper became daily more 
pressing. Thus the senatorial mint was again con¬ 
fronted with tho problem of how to deal with the 
fluctuating value of oiicbatomn in relation to (he 
other metals without upsetting the traditional imperial 
system. 

The solution hit upon by Kero's mint-masters was 
to issue coins of all denominations, from the sestertius 
downwards, in one baton m, adding to those already in 
common use the as, semis, and quadra its. 

It was doubtless the intention of the framers of this 
policy that the three smaller denominations of' oriclitil- 
enm should supersede the copper coins already in use, 
although the latter could not immediately be with¬ 
drawn from circulation As regards tho semis and 
quadretns the plan seems to have been successful, and 
after a.d. 6f> these denominations were issued in 
orkhaieum only. But the brass rinses, of which there 
are only throe types, were evidently struck for only 
a short period, and, either to preserve the traditional 
aspect of tho coinage or to facilitate international 
exchange, a speedy return was made to the asses of 
copper. 
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Tims it will be seen that the two metals ceased to be 
interdependent. The ori cha! cum coins formed a 
complete system by themselves and the copper cpuM 
pass as money of convenience. 

A possible and perfectly logical course of action 
would have been to have definitely raised the weight 
of the $&tertiux from ^ to ^ of a pound, making it, 
that is to say, normally twice the weight of the 
dupomlm#* This, however, does not seem to have been 
attempted seriously, and although examples of Nero's 
xmtertii nro occasionally found to scale as much m 
500 gm, r li their comparative rarity, combined with the 
fact that specimens in the finest state of preservation 
frequently fall considerably below 421 grs., points to 
the conclusion that the traditional weight of an ounce 
was nominally retained for the next erf while the 

standard of oriohalcum was regulated by the dupandiu# 
of normally lb. 

It was probably mainly on grounds of economy that 
the heavier standard of j u lb. was not adopted for die 
*€stertiw ; but that its weight frequently exceeds an 
ounce is not difficult to explain, since* in consequence 
of the depreciation of oriobukram, it was eminently 
politic to issue the coins above, rather than below, the 
nominal w r eight. 

The maintenance of a high orichalcum standard and 
the slight reduction in that of the gold and silver 
brought the three metals into harmony* But since 
pure copper appears to have retained its original 
relation to gold and silver, the reduction in the weight 
ol the iiiirenH and denarius necessitated a slight 

11 An aamiiiUly beftTj raferffrrj of tU tl l p crt of Dstin tyro 
weitfhft :>36 grt r 
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diminution in the weight of the a** Tima the copper 
a# appears to have been issued at 1984 gr*. or } 
of a pound. 

The monetary reform of a*Dp 63 was an undertaking 
of a bold and elaborate character, and Nero’s reformed 
coinage has been not inaptly described by M. Soutzo 
as the most important monetary system of antiquity 1 ' 
Certainly it presented the most complete gradation 
of denominational values ever current at the same 
time. In its practical result* however, it is impossible 
to regard it ns other than an interesting experiment. 
Meritorious as it undoubtedly was in theory, it came 
to an abrupt termination at Nero's death, and no 
attempt to revive it in its entirety was made by any 
of his successors in the Prineipate. 

The weights of Nero's reformed coinage may be 
tabulated as follows 

pound. It mi a. 

! Auwu? 45 113-75 7-27 

| IjLiiTiAfcoi uuren* ''0 

! DenjirsiiE 

j CJn inn, nos orj^-n tens 1 SftS 
Efesterti UB 
Dopondioj 
As 

I S^mtE 
'.Quad mu 

flu 

sr i &r*nai* 

| QtLJldttit] ri 1 * 


Average 
weight in 
fin. 


Gold j 
Silver \ 

Orubnt- 

cwtu 


Copper 


rj 

20 

40 

m 

160 

30 

60 

320 


5frS7 
5264 
26-32 
421-0 
252-6 
1264 
63-15 
31-5 
198-4 
84-2 
42 1 


3-635 
341 
1 70 
27-23 
16-37 

4 m 

2-045 

1*031 

M5 

272 


420 0 (SO i 
232-7 130? 
125-5 .Oj 
57-7 .13) 

33-5 m 

169 9 127 j 
86-8 (10) 
53 1 (3) 


§ 13. The Readjustment a/ the Coinage ct/ftr AVro. 

Tbo reign of Galba is remarkabk amongst other 
things for the prolific output of coins from the im perial 

H jfc*. Num. P 1828, p. 6S4 

l * Some uncertwiMj u\UU ne to the nomaul weight of l he 
■maHest ikuomirmtions of brass .md copper. 
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and senatorial mints. In fact there is probably no 
period of similar duration (hardy seven months* iu 
the history of the Roman coinage when coins ware 
produced in so great number or with so many varieties 
of type. The result seems to have been rather an 
q re reproduction of specie, at any rate as regards brass 
and coppery consequently, from the death of Galba T 
January X5 t a*El 69, until the late autumn of the sains 
year the senatorial mint appears to have taken a 
complete rest. This incidentally explains the non- 
existence of bronze coim of Otho and the comparative 
rarity of those of Vitalii us. 

The point oi' main importance, however, so far as 
«nir present consideration is concerned, is the change 
in the monetary system that took place after the death 
of Nero, The elaborate brass and copper system, 
introduced in a(> 3 r disappears, and Galba's coinage 
returns to a modified form of the Augustan system* 
consisting of only three denominations, viz, sestertius, 
dupondm#, and as. Further, it is evident from the 
coins that the brass, or oriclialctim, pieces were no 
longer issued at the heavier standard. The sestertius 
seldom weighs more than an ounce (421-0 grs.i and 
the dupcnditiH reverts to its original weight of half an 
ounce {210 5 gra.) No change appears to have been 
made in the weight of the as; and the mnm t denurtm t 
and quimtritts (AT and M) continue in accordance with 
the Keren ian standard, with the exception of certain 
mu'ei issued at Tarraco (av. wt. 117 gisj. 

Thus the coinage of the Empire settled down to the 
form that became stereotyped under the regime of 
the Flavians and Antoninas, and, in spite of the 
growing corruption that eventually under mined both 
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the fabric and credit of the currency , this form lasted 
in theory down to the iimv of Gailitmus. 

The dominant factors of t he system are the d&nariu# 
and sestertii and, judging from the profusion in 
which these coins wore issued from the time of 
Vespasian onwards, we may infer that they constituted 
the principal medium of exchange. The weight of 
the sestertius remained more or less stead}' until the 
reign of Gommodus* its average being highest under 
Antoninus Pius* 

Gold and silver quinarii were issued in small 
quantities and they seem to have been used mainly 
ibr donative purposes. 

The fractions of the a$ f he. e# and quadra nte# T 
occur more or less continuously between the reigns 
of Vespasian and Commodus, although they exhibit 
considerable variation in the matter of weight. 

Under Trajan the average weight of the semh 
(orichakuin) is 5936 grs.; that is to say, it probably 
conforms to the Neronbn standard. Under Hadrian 
It appears to be somewhat heavier and shows an 
average of 68*0 gr* + Its weight falls, however, during 
the reigns of Antoninus Pius and H. Aurelius. 

Vespasian struck quadrantes of orichalcum and 
copper, although rather curiously the same weight 
standard and the same types appear to have been used 
for coins of either metal From Do m it i an to Trajan 
copper quad rant tet were issued at an average weight 
of 41+49 grs., while under Hadrian the quadram 
appears to have been struck in orichalcum only, with 
an average weight oi 37-7 grs. Thus, Hadrian's 
standard of both wntL* and quadrum appears to have 
been slightly in excegs of the Keroniait 
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A series of small brass and copper coins, frequently 
described incorrectly as - fc tesserae *\ belongs in all 
probability to the period from Domitian to Hadrian. 
The obverse type is the head of a divinity sueli as 
Mars, Venus, or Merciirius^wiiU a corresponding reverse 
type as a cuirass, dove, or caducous. The coins are 
without legends, but the S C- found invariably on the 
reverse denotes that they are of senatorial mintage 
and consequently should be regarded as factors of the 
monetary system, Thus, in spite of their erratic 
weights, they it re probably and qaad*ante8 f 

and it may be conjectured that they were issued for 
distribution among the populace on public festivals. 17 

§ 14* The D&ctlne of the Augwiian St/item, 

Under the Flavians and Antonints the weight, style, 
and metallic purity of the coinage were maintained 
more or less consistently► It is during the latter part 
of the reign of Commodity that the signs of decadence 
first became conspicuous by the inequality of his 
coins in tho points mentioned and by the sudden 
restriction in the issue of gold. From the death of 
Oommodufl the tendency grows apace and deteriora¬ 
tion is observed in every species of coin. The gold 
began to be issued at erratic weights [ the silver 
became more and in or* debased and, alter the reign 
of Gordian HI, practically ceased ; the bronze d windled 
in size and gradually lost the fine quality it possessed 
under the earlier emperors. 

Such, attempts as were made to resuscitate the 

.‘rcuiti coizu qf siiiiiLter tbtuith^ quQifiwtut iriaj jie^hiblv be 
or itw'iiif. 
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coinage by CaracalJa, Alexander Severn#, or Decius, 
were attended with ill success, tind P in ilieir results T 
tended for the most part to add confusion to n system 
that was fast becoming unintelligible. The unwieldy 
size of the Empire^ a succession of incapable or 
avaricious rulers h the increasing demands for military 
payments, alike contributed to the difficulty of main¬ 
taining the credit of the currency. Disaster was in- 
eyitable^ and the reign of Gallienus witnesses to the 
debacle of the once splendid coinage of Imperial 
Rome, 

The genera! decadence that pervades the coinage of 
the third century is not easy to analyse, nor does it 
appear possible to discover any regular gradation in 
its progress* Chaos resulting in collapse is perhaps 
the most accurate description of the coinage of the 
period. 

Before entering upon a detailed consideration of the 
more salient aspects of the decline or attempted 
revivals of the coinage, it is important to note that 
the key to the whole chapter of disaster lies in the 
debasement of the silver coinage* 

Silver obviously presented greater opportunities 
of fraud thou any of the other metals used in currency. 
To debase gold was futile, since the fraud would 
immediately be revealed by the weight or colour of 
the metal j and in all important transactions gold 
appears to have been reckoned by weight in ancient 
times, Brass and copper, on the other hand, were not 
of sufficient value intrinsically to be worth tampering 
with. 

Thus the practice of adulterating the silver coins 
existed from very ancient times. Excluding the 
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purely fraudulent device of issuing plated or fmrtf 
coins, such aa was common enough under the Republic 
and early Empire, the first official debasement of 
the cfenaritts occurred under Xero 63}, when the 
amount of alloy was about 10 % r 
This has sometimeR been looked upon as the first 
&tep in the downward direction that ultimately 
brought the imperial coinage to ruin- But since we 
have already suggested more cogent reasons tor the 
Keronion reform than either lust of gain or dire 
necessity„ the debasement, of the denarius under Xoro 
may be regarded as an incident in a great financial 
scheme rather than the initiation of a fraudulent 
practice on the part of the State. 

The subversive element does not arise until the 
debasement of the silver was carried on irrespective 
of the relative value of the rmrat*. 

Under the Flavians and Antoninea the prevailing 
tendency was to increase the percentage of alloy in 
the denarius, as may be gathered from Hammer’s 
analysis. Thus the amount appears as follows:— 
Vespasian 15-20 /, Trajan 10 22 % t Ant + Pius 10-30 
Commodu^ 30 h Sept rieverus 25- 55 

Under Ssptimius Severus the delta riu* is seen almost 
at its worst, Not only is the average percentage of 
alloy greater than in the preceding reigns, bat the 
metal of which the coins are composed shows the 
most extraordinary variation of quality. Some speci¬ 
mens, indeed, are merely of plated copper. 

It is obvious, then, that one of two results follows. 
Since 23 denarii could no longer bo exchanged for an 


u J, Hnmimir, ap. dl., p. S pq, 
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aumw, either gold ceased to be a regular and intelli¬ 
gible factor of the monetary system and came to lie 
regarded merely as bullion, or the number of denarii 
tariffed as the equivalent of the uureits underwent 
a change. Further, the debasement of the denarius 
involved a reduction of the brass and copper, Thus 
the seeterUi ore frequently struck on such small 
flan* that they compare unfavourably with dupondii 
of the first century. The small denominations of 
bronze gradually "disappear and the dupondim and n* 
stioni to have been issued only in small quantities. 
It may be mentioned in passing, that, owing to the 
extremely poor quality of the orichalcum of the 
period, it is often difficult to distinguish between 
the two denominations commonly described us *' second 
brass”. The old rule—which by the way was not 
always observed—that the radiate head denoted the 
diijHindius and the laureate or bare head the a*, 
certainly breaks down altogether after the time of 
Coin modus. 


£ 1&. The *' AntminUinns”. 

The most serious effect of the policy of Septimius 
Severus was that the sitver coinage was in imminent 
danger of losing credit entirely, fleuca the motive 
ibr the pseudo-reform ofCaracallu i a.d. 214), the most 
striking feature of which was the introduction of 
a new denomination, generally known as the 
“ Antoninian ns 

It is convenient for the present to refer to this coin 
by its popular designation, although the name rests 
on no better authority than a chance allusion in a 
letter of Foncisns, which is included in the Augttsitm 
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Hitforg—a Into compilation of singularly un trust- 
worthy character, 13 Els^wher^ in the same work we 
Mini mention **f suck coins as msmi AntQmnianij 
a routes Aur&liani, and <wei Phllippei'-' but they 
appear to be merely descriptive terms invented at 
a later date. 

Apart from its larger size the new coin was readily 
distinguished from the ordinary d&mrim on account 
of its bearing the radiate bust of the emperor instead 
ot the bare or laureate head^ which had been the 
unvarying tradition of t ie silver coinage. 

The fiftt question that arises in connexion with the 
11 Antraunlaams " is* what was its current value? 

Soma writers Lave maintained that the new coin 
was a “double denarius' 1 , 21 This theory, however, 
calls for little comment, since it has been conclusively 
disproved by Professor Oman in an important article 
on " The Decline and Fall of the Denarius *\ n 

The average weight of Caracal las 3 * * * * * * * 11 Antoni nianus M 
is shown Lo be 78-S grs.,- A i-md the proportion of pure 
silver in its composition is about 0«55. The quality 

3 * Scrtptov *m ffltfariar Aaffntfa*, iris, 15. On the general 

question of the mndsmstlc details in the Striptorw, fiP e K, 

MenailUr, Qif Mftmcn $md da* Mnur&ett be* dm Setipktm 

Mutoria* Au$u*tac f Berlin Univ, Digs.,. 1013. 

* JMi p xrvfiL 4 < H 

11 Mommsen, H6m. p, 52^, BLnla oiler Boppeldenor"; 

uLso li nee chi, Ho/tran Ctruts, p, 1S2: il . . . the double Defwiriui or 
Aj^uteasAatonimiumt, weighing about £-45 graft, and containing 
not more than 20 % of silverThe lost statement is certainly 
untrue of CaracaHn't lf Antoniniani Tf ; rf. Hammer u asaljai^ 

® Am>a. Chrvit.j 1$I6, jpji. 37-60. Thin article contains much 
ralnable information with regard to the b 'Antomnianu s" and ibi* 
fcLner coinage ^eaemllj. 1 shall not attornjvt to reproduce what 
™““ Oman ha* 00 abb? said, but rather 1 shall mhn to nu 
lim article *a the basia of the present Motion. 

11 m. 
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of tho metal was therefore practically identical with 
that; of tho denarii of the period. 

Professor Oman estimates the normal, or theoretical, 
weight of the original #i Antomniauus IK at 80 grs, ; but, 
Although this is approximately correct* it is evident 
that such a weight would have been unintelligible to 
the Roman mind. In Caracal la s time the Neronian 
weight for tho denarim was still in force. That is to 
say. the coin weighed, or was supposed to weigh, 
■1 scripula (s= 52-5 gra). Ifc seems clear, therefore, 
that the new coin was issued at the weight of saripula 
I = 78*75 gi-s*) or one -and-a-hulf times the weight ot 
the denarius* Thus the M Ant mainianu B ** would bo 
worth ti nentevtii or 24 dm 

A difficulty arises, however, when wo inquire what 
was the probable relationship of the A: Antonin iamia" 
to the aurem* Caracal la r s aurei vary in weight from 
about 10G to 112 grs. They were, moreover, evidently 
struck in comparatively small numbers and were little 
circulated* Professor Oman has suggested that in 
all.probability CaracallVs lighter aurei of 100 grs. 
wore intended to exchange for 25 1b Antoniniani T \ 
which would involve a ratio between gold and base 
silver of 20 to 1 , or, taking tho average of pure metal 
contained in the coins, the ratio of gold to silver would 
work out at about 12 to 1. 

Tliis is clear and in itself perfectly reasonable ; but 
how does the denarius fit into the scheme? Reckoning 
1 he denarius at two-thirds of the *' Antoninianus" 
it follows that the light aurem, equivalent to 25 
M Antoniniani would have been worth 37^ denarii — 
a most inconvenient sum. Or ag&in t if the “ Antoni- 
mantis" was worth G sestertii it would require 150 

L 


■ t taiiv. du**-, 1 1 tp imu rr. 
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sestertii to equal the value of an aureus of 100 grs, It 
is tnie tliiit from the linn? of Commodus the weight of 
the sestertius had become some what erratic, yet we 
can scarcely imagine that so radical a change in the 
relation of the denominations was made. 

It is scarcely conceivable that, when Caracal la 
attempted to reform the currency, he committed so 
egregious a blunder as to sever the relationship el 
gold and the baser metals, or that he framed a dual 
system of base silver on so impractical a basis as that 
just indicated. Down to the reign of Gallianus it 
seems practicalty certain that the aureus was tariffed 
at a definite number of denarii. But since the denari## 
had evidently fallen below its theoretical value there 
seems no reason why in 214 its original relation 
olVv of an aureus should not have been readjusted. 

It has been suggested by Mr, Mattingly— and I 
venture to think that; the suggestion has much to 
commend it—that Oh race I la tariffed his aureus at 
30 denarii or 20 ,k Antoni man! h \ This agrees with the 
ratio of the “ AnUmiiuaiitia " to the dVj titriux at 1| to 1, 
end at the same time offers an intelligible basis for 
the system. 

Possibly Caracal la 1 * experiment proved unpopular: 
however, the fact remains that no M Antoniniam" 
appear to have boon issued by the &hort4ived Maci inus, 
and although, in the early part of his reign. Elaga- 
b»lrus struck both denarii and “ Antomniaiii M he very 
soon discontinued the issue of the latter. :4 The ex¬ 
planation, suggested by Professor Oman, is that the 
withdrawal of the u Antoni n bin its J ' became necessary 


11 An u Anton ij]inpn^ +h of Alex. tk-TCTDs is known : lmt< ntedi^-* 
to 6aj\ the coin is exctwvolv rare, 



the host ax monetary system. 13B 

iw consequence of Elaga bains Jinking reduced the 
weight of the aureus below Caracal la's minimum of 
U>0 grs, “The moment that anrei of £Hj or D8 grs. 
I>egau to appear in numbers, tin* * convenient relation 
of one to twenty between the silver and the lighter 
gold ceased to exist/' 0 

It seems pretty certain, however, that when Elaga- 
balus reduced the weight of the aureus he also 
diminished the intrinsic value of the ,l Antoniniamis if . 
Not only are his coins tighter than those struck by 
Cftraoalla— that is to say, on the average they fall con¬ 
siderably below the theoretical 4| serijmlu but they 
are composed of inferior metal. According to Hammer, 
tho M Antonin Emins 11 ol ElagabLtlns contained only 
of pure silver It may be noted In passing that, 
as regards quality* the silver coinage ot Elugahalus 
shows the acme of contusion. and the percentage of 
pure metal in his denarii varies from Cb75l> to 0*4340. 

§ 16* The Attempted Iteform of Ate. cornier j Sererue* 

The quality of the denarius, which wm l>ad 
enough under EiagabaliiB. became even worse under 
Alexander Be verm 3 * However, about the year 
a d. 227 fTR-P VI) Alexander took steps to reform 
the silver currency, and his attempt has been me moria- 


v ' Op. dL, p. 4&. 

* k dtnariu* of AIm, Eevtifnft, which Professor Quiar re it kindly 
lent me, atler it hud besti Qnilmd showed the wreteh^lj ; in ill I 
pr&potlloci &f hHw to Le 04J34 (tbs weight of the coin i& only 
grg.). Unfortaimtely the tTUoniam Jcite is Ltit ott" Llie rl.ni. 
but since llie coin cnmtffwiidi itltn.e* era- tly In style, weight, 
and le^nd with onft in my collection dated TR-P-V* lb en- 
tiiO doubt that the oualyfiM Wn belong to tho earl j or js.irt of lb* 
reign, i.e. before the reform, 
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tiaed on his coim by such legenda as RESTITVTOft 
MON ietoe) and MON RESTITVTA (Coh. 51R T ISO)* He 
undoubtedly effected an improvement not only in the 
style but also id the composition of the denarius* His* 
[lortrait with slight beard, ’which appears on the coins 
struck after a.d. 227 t is almost invariably in high 
relief and compares very favourably with the style 
of his earlier denarii. His finer denarii average 
49 5 grs., which shows d early that the 3 script! I a 
standard was aimed at fc lie did not, however, succeed 
in raising the percentage of silver in his denarii much 
above 5 ? n although many examples saoin to be made 
of very much purer metal, so far as one can judge by 
their general appearance without having actually 
tested thatm 

There seems good reason for supposing that the aim 
of Alexanders reform was to restore the silver currency 
to its original status of 25 denarii (o the aureus Thus 
having raised the value of the denarius somewhat, his 
next step was to reduce the weight of the aureue to 
about 92 gr& Yet in spite of this alteration he failed 
to strike the true balance of the metals The amount 
of pure nilver contained in twenty-five of Alexander's 
demini is cerlainly not equivalent to the value of even 
the reduced aureus, reckoning the ratio of gold to 
silver at 11-5 or 12 to 1, which appears to be a fair 
estimate for the period. Thus the attempted reform 
of a.i>. 227 waa essentially superficial and consequently 
lacked permanency, 

Alexander's successor. Maxi minus, issued practically 

Dmitri i uf Ate*. ^Gvejpus AJrmlyflrd Ly Harafner abowQ 5, G j 47fi + 
04i% (M0® p 0-SS^ but be does uot gi?e the dntes of 

tbf! taint. 
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uo gold and allowed the denarius to fall slightly below 
(be standard fixed in 227. 

In the year a.o, 238 Fupiemig and Eat bin us revived 
the -■ Aufeonhmnnswhich they issued in large 
quantities. In spite of the discredit into which the 
“ Antonimaims’* had fallen under Elagubaluti, its 
renaissance appears to have given it a popularity and 
stability such as it never bad before. Although out¬ 
side evidence is lacking on the point, it is almost cer- 
iuia that this must have been duo to some readjustment 
made in a.d* 238 in the value of the i4 Antoiiinianus n 
relatively to the other factors of the currency. The 
denarim, as a coin, was rapidly becoming extinct, and 
it is not unreasonable to suppose that it was being 
crushed out of existence by the Afc Antonin ianus ,F rated 
at of an aureiis. Professor Oman, however, suggests 
That the revival of the Antoniniauus" was rendered 
possible by the almost total absence of gold coins 
during the joint reigns of Pupientis and Balbinus, 

In a# D r 242* however* Gordian III did the logical 
thing and abandoned the issue of the denarius ; 
thus the “ Antoninianus 11 became henceforth the unit 
for reckoning silver values* From the reign of 
Gordian III to that of Gallieuu* denarii and quinarii 
fd base silver continued to be issued in infinitesimally 
small quantities. It is clear, therefore, that they were 
mi longer factors of the regular currency. Probably 
I. El ese smaller coins were in little do maud as their 
relation to the Antoninianus Fl of respectively two* 
lbirds and one*thin! was Inconvenient, and the larger 
coin was found sufficient for all ordinary purpose* 
We may conjecture, too, that they were rather of the 
nature of pattern piece*, and that the reason for their 
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continuance merely in order to preserve* the 

theoretical structure of the base silver currency, 

§ 17 . Tht "Double Sestertius tp * 

The reign of Trajauus Dee ins is marked by the 
introduction of a new denomination of bronze, which 
is generally described as a w Double Sestertius 1 ', 
although its actual weight falls considerably below 
that of two s&ttertii. 

The average weight of the sestertius under Tmjanus 
Decius is about 310 gw, and an ordinarily fine 
specimen weighs 333 grs. t whereas the weight of a 
tine example of the "Double Sestertius 1 ' is 188 grs., 
which is approximately one-ond-admit' times that of 
the sestertius. It seems, therefore, more in accordance 
with the weight of the coins to regard the larger 
bronze coin as equal to a sestertte# and a half 

Since the coins themselves frequently show signs 
of having been in circulation they were evidently 
not issued merely as ornamental or ceremonial pieces. 
The term Medallion which has sometimes been applied 
to them is, therefore, inaccurate, Regarding these 
rather ponderous coins, then, as factors of the regular 
currency? how are wo to account for the introduction 
of a denomination representing a sestertius and a half? 
A possible explanation is that the traditional relation 
of lour large bronze coma to one silver coin was 
eminently convenient, but since the 14 Adtoniuianus 
which was equal to 8 sestertii, had become dominant 
this relation ceased to ex ist, Thus Dee ins tried the 
experiment of issuing bronze coins, worth 11 sestertii 
apiece, four of which were equal to an Antoni- 
manna in older that the old 4 to 1 relationship 
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should be restored. It is perhaps not altogether with- 
out significance that, whereas it bad been the in variable 
custom on the senatorial large brasa to portray the 
emperor either bare-headed or with the laurel wreath, 
these coins represent Dec ins wearing the radiate 
crown, which was the distinctive feature of the 
■■ Antoninianus' 1 . 

The experiment of the so-called “ Double Sestertius tp 
appears to have met. with small success, and none of 
these large coins were issued alter the reign of Declua* 

£ 18. The End of the Augustun System, 

Never in the whole course of Roman history was 
the coinage plunged into so wild a state of confusion 
as during Lhe disastrous reign of GaUienus, Thus the 
final collapse of the Augustan system was inevitable. 
The gold was issued regardless of any weight standard. 
The debased silver u Antonin buns ” degenerated into 
a mere apology of plated copper, in which form it 
lingered until the first year of Aurdiam The sena¬ 
torial bronze, which constituted the basis of tin 3 
Augustan system, after having lost almost every 
vestige of its former dignity, terminated abruptly, 
since the introduction of worthless plated coins made 
the continuance of bronze impossible* 

Every disruptive force seemed to have been lot 
loose upon the discredited Roman coinage, ^et. tiie 
coins of Gatlienus abound in surprises, At a time 
when it might be expected that artistic fueling and 
refined treatment were almost dead we come across 
many examples of extreme beauty, worthy of the best 
period of Roman art. Even amongst the coins of the 
Gaulish Postumus, whose coinage ns a whole is fill I of 
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vagaries of P-11 sorts, we find specimens of style and 
execution that proclaim the work of genuine artist* 
Few periods can homz of a greater variety of coin- 
types than when Gal lien us misruled the Empire; and 
amidst the general heed less ness of the essentials of 
a satisfactory coinage, considerable attention appears 
to have been devoted to relatively unimportant 
matters, such as the devising of new types or the 
flattering portrayal of the emperor. 

§ 19. The Ittjbrvi of Aurelia tt. 

A revolutionary demonstration organized by the 
moueyers (a.d. 271 j resulting in much bloodsheds’ 
compelled Aurelian to turn his attention to the 
lamentable state of the coinage, and to tb^ many 
abuses that had sprung up in connexion with the 
mint. No doubt Aurelian designed to carry out a 
sweeping reformation of the monetary system, but 
so many other matters, political, military'.and economic, 
pressed for immediate settlement that the indefati¬ 
gable emperor had to content himself with a somewhat 
uupretentious scheme, which was of too superficial 
n character oven to restore the discredited Homan 
coinage to a sound footing. 

After the disappearance of the zeMertiu* and dupon- 
the imperial currency was, for all practical 
purposes, reduced to one denomination, namely the 
silver-was hod copper coins, which were the disrepu¬ 
table remnants of the Sl Antoninianus In their 

11 Strip** Hitt. Au$fr t is^i r S8, 

^ (mUI coins wen* 3-HAu.ed in small quantities clown to the turn 1 
oFDio^Mnin, but, uli hough the? ipptar to fell into thnta dcnosuRu 
timu, m&T weight, an.* *o ^rmtk that they cun scarce!v te 
regards cut replur factors of the monetary a^n), 
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Imt phage h under Claudius Gothics these coins vary 
considerably in size and weight and are usually untidy 
in appearanee ; their average being 49-9 grs, with a 
maximum of 70 grs. (25 coins), 30 The earliest coins 
of Aurelian are in general apjwaraute similar to those 
of his predecessor, and even hij= portrait 1& ecaicely 
Hhftrngakhnhle Irani that of Claudius, The weight 
of the coins appear^ however, to have hi Hen slightly, 
as their average works Out at 47-55 grs. with a maxi¬ 
mum of 58 gm {D coins). 

After the year 271 a very marked change takes 
place. The coins are issued at a far more consistent 
weight and, for the moat part, exhibit a very creditable 
degree of artistic excellence. Aurelian, however, did 
more than merely effect an improvement in the style 
and fabric of the coins, since we find unmistakable 
evidence of his purpose not only to fix, but definitely 
to state their current values, in the symbol XXI or its 
ffreek equivalent KA (sometimes XX or K) which 
frequently occurs on the larger plated coins and the 
corresponding symbol VSV on the smaller, 

Aurelian p s system comprised font principal de¬ 
nominations 

(a) with mark of value XXL Siaw 
1 1 1 Plated copper nr 22-2# mm. 

mixed metal Jt-3 with mark of value VSV Ske 

1 19-20 m eii. 

\2\ Copper , * „ |c) Scalertinh (?) h Sise 27-30 mm, 

(if| As (?) Size 24 dviil 

In addition to these were issued—but apparently in 

* The unequal cimh(>Biition of the coins of Claudius tfclhkiia— 
sumo boing of biui* lilviT or bllLun, white others arc p ructicallj pur? 
copper—may probably be explained a* the result of cure! m fusion 
of the rnttnlu. Silver, bein^ tbe heavier of the two luetiib, would 
tend to collect at the botlom of tbu mtdli&g pot. 
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very limited quantities—copper of larger d[mentions 
fban fc), probably ^ Medallions T \ !ind + later on t admit 
plated coins of approximately La If tbs value of (b) r 

Tlie most important member of the system is the 
plated coin (a) which resembles the original " Antoni- 
niaims \ That ifi to soy, the emperor is always por¬ 
trayed wearing the radiate crown, and the coin weighs 
on the average 63-5 gra. with a maximum of 73 grs. 

1 32 coms) T which possibly implies a normal standard 
ei 7 J M 5 grs. or ^ oi ! «, pounds Although the general 
appearance of the coin seems to suggest that it m 
a survival oi the Antoninianus H it is far more pro¬ 
bable that in reality it is a new denomination. 

To have attempted to reinstate the discredited 
"An ton ini anus would have been almost hopeless, since 
it had lost all pretensions to being even a base silver 
coin, and its purchasing power must have dwindled to 
a minimum. It is, moreover, contrary to all tho canons 
of Homan monetuiy reform to find an attempt made 
at restoring credit to a declining or decadent coin by 
suddenly issuing it at a higher weight standard ; and, 
if we except ihe temporary augmentation in the weight 
ci the dupondiits that occurred in the middle of the first 
century, find tluu the very opposite procedure is 
the rule. 

These new coins of Aurelian are apparently alluded 
to by a writer of the Augustan history as fcl argentei 
Aureliam ■ ,3 —obviously an invented term 3 which mav 
be placed on a level with 1 argon tens Antonin is tins l+ : 
yet, slight as this authority undoubtedly is r thero 

The sjj^cmieni: w*re edl m the finest condition; 

twenty bem^ .elected from Ihe Bodleian Collection. 

- Senpt. H*it m Aitff, r xivii. 4 
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seeius a certain significance in thus applying a dis¬ 
tinctive name to AureJiatfs coins instead of calling 
them s -Antoniiiiani H+ * which would have been appro¬ 
priate if the coins wore merely revivals of the older 
denomination. 

The feature of these coins that calls for .special con¬ 
sideration is the introduction of the mark uf value 
XX (.since it gives the clue for determining the principle 
on which Aurelian’s reform was based, and marks 
a step in the evolution of the Homan monetary system. 

Before venturing on a conclusion as to the probable 
meaning of the symbol XXI it is necessary to refer 
briefly to some of the theories already advanced by 
numismatists. 

il> De HaIU interprets XXI (or KAi as indicating 
that, according to Anreltan s reform, twenty-one of 
the plated coins were equal to a silver denarius, the 
twenty-fifth of an aureus*?* This theory, however, 
presents two difficulties Tn the firat place, since 
Aurelian issued no silver coins of any sort, it is 
evident that, if he took tha detmriux as the basis of 
value fc either he must have adopted the standard of one 
of Ids predecessors—a manifestly difficult undertaking 
in view of the enormous fluctuation in the value of the 
denarius during the last fifty years of its existence— 
or, failing this, he must have assumed ft purely hypo¬ 
thetical value for the denarius, reckoning if that is to 
say, not as an actual coin but os the twenty-fifth part, 
of the current aureus* This again would scarcely have 
been possible, since Aurelian s gold coins show a grada¬ 
tion in weight ranging from If l to 3 j grma. (= 14Q-4 


Nnm* Chrvm^ I £57, N.S* voL vit t p. 32o, 
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to 54-0 gra,)** The term 41 denarius 11 was used for 
reckoning money down to the time of Diooletkii, 
but the amount represented by the term tended to 
diminish- Therefore, in 27 1 its ia inconceivable that 
it could have implied so great a value as twenty-one 
of the plated coins. 

Secondly, it is obvious that twenty-one is a most 
inconvenient number to reckon; and it is inconceivable 
that the twenty-first part of the obsolete silver dtmarim 
should have been adopted as the ba^is of any scheme 
for the improvement of the monetary system. 

With reference to the numeral XX (or K> occasionally 
found in place oi XXI (or KAj, Do Sails goes on to 
state that 41 in the provinces reclaimed from Tetricu* 1 
the proportion of the old to the base denarius see ms to 
have been, til] the middle of the reign of Probus, a* 
one to twenty instead of twenty-one 11 . 

This, however, only leads to worse confusion, since 
it means that the same denomination would stand in 
an alternative relation of either uno-twentietU or one- 
twenty-first to its unit. 

(2) Ihttari in his article, kl La oifra XXI Sopra i co&i 
detti Antonmiani'V* rightly points out that tbe 
formula cannot be regarded as 21 as the l is frequently 
sepif.ited from the XX, or occasionally omitted entirely. 
He maintains, further, that the I ia not strictly a 
numeral but the traditional symbol of the «£, such os 
occurs on the early Republican bronze* Thus XX -1 
signifies 2t> It is unnecessary bore to attempt 

to reproduce Dattaris arguments in support of this 


H Swtk, Zrit far Am*,, p 
Ifever* AurtitmnH*, dt, 


p* S9; and cf r Rohde, Dir JftMwtt 

, v- m f. 
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theory. But while admitting their ingenuity a serious 
difficulty is presented by the occurrence of VSV on 
coins approximately half the weight of those marked 
XX-L Thus if XX-I stands tor i-G asses we should 
tiaf.iirally expec t to find on the smaller coins X J or 
VVJ, whereas it is clear that the two V'$ are only 
equal to a semis (S) or half that of the other. 

i 3J It has been suggested that the XX indicates 
that the coin was a piece of 20 denarii. This, how¬ 
ever, presupposes a decline in the value of the denarius 
far beyond what appears, to have actually occurred. 

It wouldi in feet, no longer be a coin but a mere 
standard of reckoning values. It may be pointed out* 
moreover p that the term denarius was in common use , 
at any rate down to the time of Diocletian's Edict urn 
dr prefii.% when it is clear that it denoted a value con¬ 
siderably greater than ^ of the plated coins marked 
XX l 

(4) Mr. Hill B who follow* Soeck and Missong, suggests 
that the XXI (or KA) signifies the equation 2 denarii =; 

\ unit, “The XX or K'\ he says,must signify that 
the coin is a double denarius, and the J or A lint it 
is the unit of reckoning ."^ 

One is naturally diffident in advancing & fresh 


" s Hamibank of Gfttk and Raman Cain*, Ji. 51 fifa) ef, &gck. 
ojj. tii. t |i. 113)* Mr. 11113 is referring primarily to Lbi-i coins of 
Dindctian with XX I, but his nolo apples equally to those of 
A u re If a a. 

tl is it Eiltle panling to find that XX I aUo occurs on certain 
n folTcs" or reduced ■* follesissued under the Tetrifcrchy About the 
year 303, Evidently the*e burger ctiim were not of the same 
current value a& the *m&]l plated coins issued between a,i> t 271 
and 303, although Dattnri hit-' altemj EijJ to iilent l fv tb-o two 
£roup& We sbsdl, However, deal more fully with the point in 
the n^t ecctioE. 
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theory on a subject already overburdened in this 
respect; but, since none of the foregoing appears to 
offer a complete explanation of Aurelian’s coinage, 
I feel justified in making a suggestion which may. 
I trust, prove a step towards a final solution. 

Obviously the symbol XXI on the larger plated coins 
cannot be considered apart from the VSV occasionally 
found on the smaller. In these two symbols the I and 
the S must stand for tin# and respectively; and 

it appears probable that Seech and Missongare right in 
regarding XX. not as the numeral 20, but «s two X's. 
Thus the symbols may be translated as 2 X'a = l (unit) 
aud 2 V f s = | (semis). 

Safer ring to the monetary conditions of'the period 
we have shown that during the reign of Claudius 
bothiem the ” Antoniniauus bad been running its 
downward course, aud it seems pretty certain that in 
the first year of Aurelinu it came to an end. We may 
believe, however, that while it lasted, its rehitiou to 
the denarius was theoretically the same ns formerly, 
although the denartm ns a coin bad Joug ago dis¬ 
appeared from circulation. That-is to say, small as 
(he actual value of the “ Antoninianus " had become, 
it was still in theory half as much again us that of 
the denariwt, 

Aurelifl*evidsutly took thi* theoretical ratio as the 
bisis of his monetary' system, and accordingly issued 
bronze coins containing a small percentage of silver 
at approximately two-thirds the weight of the debused 
H Antoninianus". 

These smaller coins {A}, on which Aurelinu is 
invariably portrayed wearing the laurel wreath, and 
Sevenuu h minus the crescent, weigh on the average 
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3U<5 grs., with a maximum of 46-0 grs, (20 c oma ). 
This is, as a matter of fact, somewhat in excess of two- 
thirds the average weight of the 11 Ante niui anus " and 
seems to indicate a normal standard of' 42-L grs- or 
iii) of a pound. However, the discrepancy is incon¬ 
siderable, and, in their general appearance, the coins 
certainly recall the older denarii. 

The symbol VSV fount! on these coins thus indicates 
their value as J tjuiiiiirii (VVi or half <S) the larger 
coin with XX. Logically, then, we might regard the 
larger coin as a 41 double denarius ", yet the occurrence 
of J in the symbol shows clearly that it was not a 
multiple of some lesser denomination, but was itself 
the unit of reckoning. How is this to be explained*' 

1 think there is no quest ion that Aurelia n’s larger 
coin was never known as it “double denarius ", but was 
simply called by the familiar name o f dmariu# Thus 
the lull Interpretation of the two symbols would be as 
follows :■—XXd implies that two delttSed denarii of the 
standard existing prior to A. n. 271 are equal to one newer 
denartu# (or u Anrelian ua"—to quote the generally 
discredited Hcripf&tv# Hiaiorhn Atujuxttu-, although the 
form may have some point after all)— and corre¬ 
spond iugly VSV implies that two debased quinarii are 
equal to $ the newer denari ti*, 

What Aureltau did. apparently', was to substitute 
ft plated demriitu for the defunct 11 Antomnianus"; 
although the new detwriwt was intrinsically less 
valuable its weight was almost the same aa that of 
(.'unloadas “Antoni man us", and decidedly greater 
than the very decadent “ Antoninifliius " of a.d. 270. 

The copper group comprises two regular denomina¬ 
tions fa) and (rfl, sometimes described as medallions; 
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although more probably they represent, an attempt to 
revive the older &e#tcrtms and a& v without SC, 

The former range in weight from about 250 to 
350 greh and the latter from 105 to 150 gra. J| The 
larger coins, xesterttit are without exception of con¬ 
siderable rarity, and, although they were struck by 
Aurelian and by each of his successors down to 
Nmnerian, it is evident that tbeir issue cannot have 
been otherwise than on a very limited scale. Those 
of smaller ske, (?), are comparatively common 
with the heads of AureHan and Severing but their 
issue becomes exceedingly scanty after Probns. 

The notice of these coins opens up a question tiiai 
has exercised the minds of numismatists in recent 
years, as to the value of the mixed-metal coins 
coins of plated copper or copper containing a small per¬ 
centage of silver) relative to the ordinary bronze or 
copper coins, issued during the latter part of the third 
century. 

The consideration of the question involves a slight 
anticipation of our subject in one or two points, but 
its bearing on the coins of Aurelian is so evident that 
it seems fitting to include it in the present section. 

The mixture of a small proportion of silver with the 
main bulk of copper added slightly to the intrinsic 
value of the metal, but it seems more than doubtful 
whether some of the theories baaed, upon this tact 
can be entertained seriously. For example, Seteck, 0 * 
Dattari,^ and others, reckoning the percentage of 
silver and copper at 0-045 and 0-955 respectively, have 

" T Fourteen very fine usaiuphi of the latter give an uvern^p 
weight of 122-9 zt*. ■ ZfiLf. >W, p, ! is. 

* 11 U cifrt XXI ", Ac., Rl r, it, 1 m, p. 446. 
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attempted, to determine the intrinsic value of the 
mixed-metal coinage in relation to ordinary bronze. 
Thus, these writers main tain that Diocletian s follis 
wa,s intrinsically of the .^me vain? as the Neronian 
sestertius. 

Dalton's argument is undoubtedly ingenious and is 
in itself logical, but it should be pointed out that, so 
far as analyses of the coins have been made, the only 
result is to show considerable variation in the amount 
of silver present. IV adjust (he intrinsic value of a 
copper coin by the addition of a small proportion of 
silver, so that. Lins resultant metal should be two-aud- 
a-hali' times the value of unalloyed copper, involves 
a process of such extreme delicacy that it is difficult 
to believe that either (he appliances or requisite skill 
would have been forthcoming at the close of the third 
century. 

The further difficulty of guaranteeing so enhanced 
ft value in actual currency would have been enormous, 
especially as the Rinnan public kid bad li long and 
bitter experience of debased, and often fraudulent, 
money. Moreover, since the percentage of silver 
tended to vary, llie appearance of a coin gave but 
little indication of its intrinsic value. 

Turning to the evidence of the coins themselves we 
find tho ratio between the pure silver and mixed- 
metal or plated ctdns definitely shown in tho time 
of Diocletian by the tact that 20 fotle# were equal to 
a silver dentirhttt. That is to say the value of pure 
silver relative to the mixed metal was GO to L It is 
evident, therefore, that the value of the mixed-metal 
or plated coins waa intrinsically very* little, if any, 
greater than that of ordinary bronze. 

M 


VT1UU. CDBOI , VOL. Ill, lEBIOJIf. 


150 


E. A. SYDENHAM, 


On the other hand, there seems very little doubt that 
the silver coating was something more than a merely 
ornamental device and was intended to give to the 
. coins an increased value in currency. Evidently the 
actual purchasing power of the plated coinage had 
become exceedingly small by about the year 271; it is 
possible, therefore, that, m the resuscitation of bronze 
coins, corresponding with the ttesiertim and «*. we see 
an attempt to force up the {dated currency to a 
fictitious yaIucp 

This policy was, of course, thoroughly dishonest, and 
as the ratio between plated and copper coins was 
entirely artificial, the break-down of the system became 
inevitable. Hence the gradual disappearance of the 
M&tertius and a# under Attrdiftu's successors* It. 
moreover, goes some way towards explaining why 
Diocletian abandoned the copper or brass currency 
and issued all his lower denominations in plated 
copper, 

Aurelian’s system may be tabulated thus :— 

Copper. Plated Copper, 

4 AftAfv =1 Se&Urtin#. 

8 „ w* 2 Snltrtii = 1 Quimtriu VSV. 

IS .. = 4 tt =2 Qtf^nanY « I I)enariu# XX L 

Apparently in consequence of the discontinuance of 
copper #exUrtii and awe# as regular factors of the 
currency, there was issued, during the reigns from 
Probus to Can mis, a plated denomination of about 
half the value of the VSV quinarim. On these small 
coLns, which are as a rule of remarkably beautiful 
workmanship, the emperor’s head is always laureate d. 
The weight of finely preserved specimens ranges from 
22 to 35 gn& + the average being 30 9 grs. p thus in all 
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probability implying a normal standard of 33-6 grs. 
or rla of & pound. 

In actual practice, however, it would appear that 
they were only issued in very small quantities, and 
the VSV ijtimarii very soon dropped out of circu¬ 
lation, Probably there was no great demand for these 
small coins, and the plated XXI denari it#, whose 
purchasing power cannot have been very great, sufficed 
for ordinary transactions, 

5 it). The Reform of Diocletian, 

The reign of Diocletian has been said to mark a 
new ora in the world's history. It was indeed an ago 
of many reforms, and during the joint reign of 
Diocletian and Maximum as Augusti with Galerius 
and ConstantitH as Caesars, no department of State 
administration, either military, civil, economic, or 
religions, escaped the most rigorous overhauling. 

In no direction was the need of reform greater than 
m the matter of tha currency. For nearly a century 
the Roman coinage had boon steadily going from bad 
to worse, and daring the baleful existence of the 
“Antoninianas" it reached the lowest depth of de¬ 
generacy and as a system lost- all coherency. The 
attempts at revival that occurred during the third 
contury r were, as we have seen, merely evanescent. 
However, Anrelhm's unpretentious “reform " hnd at 
any rate achieved a result of some importance by the 
institution of a new plated denomination of definitely 
fixed value, which had so far proved successful in 
arresting the tendency to further debasement of the 
coinage. Aurelian’s scheme, however, had proved 
altogether too inadequate, and so it fell to Diocletian 

n 2 
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to grapple senoualy with the problem of the currency, 
Tliis he did with a thoroughness and originality such m 
had not been see n since the time of Nero, and his reform 
must be accounted successful it) so faros it placed the 
coinage an an intelligible basis and in a large measure 
restored the shattered credit of Homan finance* That 
it was not permanent was due to the unsound ness of 
the econo in ic principles on which moat of DiodefcmiFs 
schemes svere based, and tho utter impossibility of 
arbitrarily enforcing u uni form standard of values 
throughout the Empire?. 

Diocletian 1 * reorganization of the Roman coinage 
was a work that extended more or less throughout the 
reign in a series of experiments t ho aim of which was 
to establish a universal system comprising coins of gold, 
silver, and plated copper, their relative values being 
adjusted on a decimal, as opposed io the time-honoured 
duodecimal basis. 

hi) Gold Diode tian y first objective was to restore 
the (tureu* to its place as an integral factor of the 
monetary system. When Caracal! a a.d. 214) began 
to issue gold coins at irregular weights, the relation of 
tho to the silver and bronze naturally became 

confused 5 added to which the introduction of the base 
w Antonimanus proved an entirely subversive clement 
t3±at in the end not only drove the silver coinage out 
ui existent v hut destroyed all relations hip between tho 
difibrent metals of the currency. 

Flie establishment of a gold unit Waring a fixed 
relation to silver and copper was a matter involved in 
<ronsiderable difficulty, 

Seeck 1 has aptly pointed out that the relative 


49 Beeck « iiftpQrtcinl artidc ga the coinage of Diocletian (Sfeit* 
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values of gold mid silver wore not universally fixed, 
and tliat in provinces where one or other of the 
precious metals occurred naturally, or owing to the 
exigencies of local trade, the value of gold relatively 
to silver varied. Prior to the time of Diocletian no 
attempt hud Iweu made to set up a central standard 
of values, nor indeed would any such attempt have 
been practicable. 

This no doubt largely explains the changes that 
occur in the weight of Diocletian's aurei. 

Seeok * 11 has divided Dioc let inns gold coins into 
five classes, which may he summarized as follows: 

(I) a.d. Coins issued at irregular weights, fre¬ 

quently tailing below 4 grata. 

(Jj) Before a.d, 290, The uri reux = >,\ t of a pound 
(i.e. 4-68 griufi. or 72*2 grs. normal). This standard whs 
adopted at Antioch, and coins of this mint not infre¬ 
quently bear the mark of value O 1 = 70), 

(3) circ. a.d. 290. The aureus = of it pound 
<»■«. 5'4'» gnus, or 84*2 grs. normal), with mark of valun 
2 (-= 6Q). 

(4) a, n, 3U1. The of a pound (i.e. 6*5D 

grins, or 101*1 grs. normal), without mark of value. 

(5) a.d, 302. The tni/eu* = t l a of a pound (i.e. o-4i 
grms. or 84-2 grs. normal), with mark of value 2 (=60), 
This standard survived in the East probably till the 
year a.d. 324, in Italy aud Africa till a.d. 312, and in 
Illyria till a.d 314. 

The alternation between tut ret of tmd rhoso of 


Jut Sum., vo L. tvil, pp. 3C ff.J is frequently referred to in tfcecourh* 
4>f Lhii Cti 1*13 r 

11 Op.eit., p. 40: Cj, 11.1*15 Hill, UuudbM- of Ora): and Hamvn 
Cat Hi* 1 ]». 54, 
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seoms to indicate the empirical character of the system, 
or more probably an attempt to fix the value of the 
aureus artificially at a standard which did not wholly 
coincide with the natural rate of exchange. 

There seems good reason to believe that at the time 
of the Edict Diocletian really intended the weight of 
the itureus to be ^ of a pound, since this produces 
a perfectly symmetrical System on a decimal principle. 
Thus the pound of gold would be equal to 50 aurei p 
1,000 denarii argmtei \ miljar&umi) t 50 P (K>0 denarii aerei, 
or 100,000 conteniottuleft r. When, however, it became 
necessary to reduce the weight of the gold coin to 
there naturally followed a proportionate increase in 
the number of all coins relatively to the value of a 
pound of gold as follows: the pound of gold = 60 
(i tire* — 1,200 denarii a rg&ntei = (50.0013 denarii aerei 
= 1‘10,000 contenionales. 

(I*) Silver. The restoration of the silver currency* 
which was obviously neceysaiy in order to bring the 
aureus into definite relation with the lower denomina¬ 
tions, was undoubtedly the most important achieve¬ 
ment of Diocletian’s re form. 

Diode ti an V silver coinage appears to have under¬ 
gone a series oi changes corresponding with the varia¬ 
tion in the weight of the aureus* In the earlier years 
of the reign, at any rate as early as a. d + 2SJ0 n according 
to Seetk and Dattari t ia the oureu# was equal to 25 
silver denarii, £& 1,500 silver coins were the equivalent 
ot a pound oi gold, The weight of this newly intro¬ 
duced denarius was based on the Nerouiau standard of 
A,D h 63, namely 52-6i grs + or of a pound. On some 

^ G, Cat Laii, dJ 11 liiite cna mpitctnrio dells ri forma di fried eii&no *\ 
Rh+ ^ l&Ofl* p. 



THE ROMAS MON ETA EV SYSTEM, 


155 


specimens there occurs the numeral XUVI, thus 
leaving no doubt as to the intended normal standard. 
By the monetary reform of a-d. 296 the number of 
silver denarii equivalent to the aurem was rod need 
from 2f> to 20; and if, about the year SOI, the weight 
of the tiureu# was raised to /j, it is evident that a 
corresponding mcnease must have occurred in the 
weight of the denarius* Thus the denariwt, or as it 
may perhaps be designated the milhrem ra, since it was 
supposed to represent the value of of a pound 
of gold* see j us at this period to Lave been issued at the 
standard of ^ or 60-14 grs. 

Subsequently, when the weight of the atireu# was 
reduced from / 3 to *V« miUttreme returned to it $ 
original standard of s L 0h still, however* retaining kg 
relation to the aurmx of 20 to 1 ; and although this 
necessarily changed the equivalent of the pound of 
gold from 1*000 to 1*200 silver coins the latter were 
apparently still known as mlmremifU 

(i:J Copper. Diocletian's copper, or more correctly 
mised-metal coinage (since all the coins contain a 
small percentage of silver) opens up several questions 
upon which somewhat divergent views are held by 
numismatists. 

Excluding coins of unusual size, commonly called 
■* medallions the reformed aj^tem of the Tetrarehy 
consisted of three regular denominations* the folli# r 
the denari an deretis or c&mmuniit, and the ifninariuR or 
centenionali^ H Of these the follis was the predomi- 


'* The larger brocte coins ate probably multiple* of the foliis. 

** Objection may be raued to the terms mittar*nm t fQ[ii* t au,d 
onUtnioMli#, as applied lo the coina of Diocletian k on the grqand 
that any dear authority for their use la lacking. But the common 
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nant fun tor. Prior to the plated denarius had been 
struck in enormous quantities and, even if its hssuo was 
discontinued, must have formed a substantial part of 
the currency. The eententomli# appears to have been 
in email demand, and its issue was probably confined 
to the metropolitan mint. In addition to these regular 
denominations we find others of mi extraneous nature 
described by Cohen as “ entre ALE et EB*\ Unsatis- 
factory ns the term undoubtedly is, it will be necessary 
to retain it for the present, since we possess no evidence 
as to the true nomenclature of rhe coins. 

(1) ZTte Folli*. The largest and by far the most 
important member of the group is the foil is (described 
by Cohen its Alfij, After the year 2IH5, the milinrense 
or denarius argcnl$u# t according to 8cock, was worth 
25 fglteti Lepanlle,^ however, pats the number fit 
20, and Dattaii at Ifi. With regard to its weight, 
I^paulJe gi ves 14(hEt grs. (- 9-08 grins.) or ^ of a pound „ 
while JJattari estimates its normal weight at 154 gra. 

( = grms, However, having weighed GU fine 
examples of the fotti$ issued under the Tetrarchy 
1 find the average weight works out at 1 62-3 grs., with 
a maximum of 185 grs. This naturally leads one to 
inier that the normal weight standard must bo 
decidedly higher than that assigned by either 
Ltfpaulle or Datturi* 

It appears beyond question t hat Diocletian's method 
of reckoning coin-weights was according to bract so ua 
oi the pound. The numerals O and 2 on the gold, and 


(imploynient d tkii terimhulugv seem* to justify its adoption in 
Lie prejetit fKtion, 

41 K UpaalL* Jbt. AW, 1&*9 P p p , Hfl-SB, Q- al*o LUanchet. 
Lft man nstffl J1 L 15 - 
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XCVI on the silver, are incontestible evidence of this ; 
and since this method was adopted for the gold and 
silver it is natural to suppose that it was also employed 
for the copper. Again, since Diocletian reverted to the 
Noroniau standard for fixing the weight of his silver 
coin, it seems by no means improbable that the weight 
of Ids copper was determined by the same standard. 
Thus Nero's copper as* issued at ^ of a pound (lGS^grs.), 
supplied an eminently convenient weight, w T hick corre¬ 
sponds so closely with the average weight of c Diocletian's 
foilin that there seems very little doubt that the latter 
was normally issued at this standard. 

The difficulty of ascertaining the theoretical w eight 
of th e falti# is enormously increased hy the fact that 
towards the end of the Tetrarchy the coin began to 
dwindle, and since the coins are undated it i^ not 
always possible to decide which of them belong to the 
earlier purl of the period. 

Assuming then that the normal weight of the faUi*t 
was originally lG84grs. : it is quite inconceivable that 
a silver coin of 52-64 or even D0<1 grs, should have 
been worth as many as 23 folks; in spite of the fact 
that bronze had apparently depreciated in relation to 
gold and silver since the time of Nero- A revival of 
the old equation of 16 copper asset of ^ to a denarius 
of ^ of a pound w t quIJ seem perfectly natural had 
the relative values of the me tills remained ihe same. 
But in the year 301 * when the mi thire use was issued 
at^ r it is evident that this proportion was impossible. 
Further, since Diocletian manifested a partiality for a 
decimal system we can only conclude that the mitmu 
rense, or silver denarius, was worth 20 fallen This 
relation between the coins continued even when the 
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miliare»H was reduced to a V of ft pound, el though, ns 
a natural consequence, we find a tendency to reduce' 
the weight of the foil is. 

(2j The connecting links between Diocletian'a sys¬ 
tem and the coinage that preceded it are the “dtnariu* 
communis" and quinarjits or rentes hunt is." From 
the time of Aurolian’s reform {a.d, i!7l) the chief 
fhoEor of the currency was, as wo have shown, the 
ptated copper coin with XXI described RS El + ' HOW 
denarius", Diocletian mid his gol leagues continue I 
to issue this com 11 s large quantities down to alfont the 
£915, No alteration was made in it* general 
appearance. i.& the emperor is invariably portrayed 
wearing the radiate grown and almost always the 
cuirass, and the numeral XXI frequently appears on 
the reverse. 

The XX I seems In haw been retained simply with 
a view to preserving the continuity and traditional 
aspect of the coins, 

ft seems pretty clear, however, that the coin, either 
with or without XXL issued under the Tetrarchy, was 
known ns a IL d*narhutcatmaunis" or simply a denarius ; 
and further that it is the coin that is taken as the 
basis ot values In the E&Upturn de pretih t according 
to which 50.U0Q of these denarii were rated as the 
equivalent of a pound of gold* 41 

Under Diocletian* however, a slight reduction 
appears to have been made in its weight, and Aure- 
iian.s standard of ^ of a pound was replaced by iUo 

. 15 A^rdiw^ to ontinpdeni sULtitl&rd 1 !L + ef almcri pure gold 
lh ^orl s -U_4u halfpennies Thus Bjodetidn'i rfemnw? communl't 
rniLj h* oiprtwa 4W equal to about & of a modern peTUIJ, which 

ETfV* be nkmt tl.c value of the coin termed a Mnurius in the 
EutUll uC price*. 
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newer standard of J s . Thus the normal weight of the 
coin would be S7-30 iustead of 70-15 grs, The differ¬ 
ence is only trifiing. and one is bound to admit that it 
is impossible to slate categorically^ merely on the evi¬ 
dence deduced from weighing specimens that such a 
change actually took place. But since 50 of Diode - 
tmfs coins, with XXI on the reverse, all in the finest 
condition.' 7 give an average weight of 6D29 grs. F which 
is slightly lower than the uvorage of Aureliaif a coins 
(uide wupra) t and since the proportion of theoreti¬ 
cally fits in with the rest of Diocletian's system far 
better than ^ we may conclude that this change of 
weight is, at any rate h higldy probable. 

During the latter part of Diocletian's reign the XX I 
iieiutrius was superseded by a coin of somewhat similar 
appearance, without mark of value, but of reduced 
weight. 

i Jie authorities on the coinage of Diodctku already 
cited state that the +l tins com m n nis ! 1 was wort h 

halt a /#{{{$< let despite this consensus of opinion 
I find it impossible to accept this estimate of the 
relative values of the two coins, 

Whether we estimate the normaJ standard of the 
denari## at of a pound F as Ltpaiille and othes , s 1 or nt 
sV as sec ma to me the more probable, in either case it 
falls considerably below half the weight of the faith* 
The equation of 1 jollut = 2 denarii involves putting 
the normal weight of tbs foliis at of a pound or 
UtKi gxs. (X^paulies estimate), which is evidently far 
too low* If, however, the foltin was issued normally 
ut ^ ~ 1(58^4 grs,, tide supra} and the denarius at 7 V 

4 * Thefriu lipeeimena were leletlisl njiimlj frum the Bodleian 
Collection^ 
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{67*36 grs,) we have hii exact ratio between the coins 
of 2$ bo 1. 

lu coitoIjo ration of this conclusion we have evidence, 
outside that (d the coins themselves, to show that in 
the year 3U1 a pound of gold was worth 50,000 denarii ; 
and ns we have already shown that the oh reus was 
worth 20 miliaremda and the mffiurenxe was worth 
20 foUee, it follows that the pound of gold = 50 mire/ 
= 1,000 miliarensia = 20.000 folks = 50,000 denarii. 
That is to say, th ofollit was worth 2$ denarii. This, 
at any rate, appears to have been the relation be¬ 
tween the coins at the time the new currency was 
inaugn rated, Within a few years, however, the weight 
of the foil in became considerably diminished, rauae- 
(jnently its relation to the denarius changed. 

Some light i$ thrown upon the question of the 
current value of the denarius at. the beginning of 
the fourth century by Diocletian's famous Edicium 
tie pretUe ,a referred to above. This monumental 
example of economic fallacy, which attempt to fix 
a maximum scale of tar ids from the price of an onion 
to the fee of a barrister, naturally contains a good deal 
that is of small importance to 113 and must have been 
merely tiresome to the people of Diocletian's day. 
Hero and there, however, wo find items which give 
some vlue to the pure lias ing power of money at the 
period. For example, the wages of an agricultural 
labourer are fixed at a maximum of 25 denarii pur 
diem, the price of beef at a denarii a pound and pork 
at 12, It is evident, therefore, that although the coin 
termed in the « Edict" * denarius was 0 f ] 0w Wl w ^ 


Fiiictu 111 JUoitaiii itr 1M1 nuniHen, eJ, fJ. BtDmjier, IfitJjy 
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it could not have been worth less than ^ of an 
Augustan tie mi ritis. 

(3} The smallest denomination in the monetary 
system of Diocletian is the centenioiiali* or bronze 
fMiwarw* (PBQ) on which the emperor's head is 
always laureate. Its normal weight is exactly halt' 
that of the demirin* nereitu, r.e. 33-fiH gTS. of of 
a pound. Thus it formed n continuation of the small 
plated coin current during the period from Probus to 
Numeritui. The name " centemonnlis" appears to be 
derived from the fact that it represented the 100th 
part of a rniliareme, or denarius argentiaif, or the 
100,000th of a pound of gold. .Fudging from the 
comparative rarity of those little coins at the present 
time, it may be conjectured (hat their issue was far 
more limited then that of the higher denominations. 

{4} The coins of intermediate sise between the 
faUia and denariw> communis, mostly described by 
Cohen as *‘entre MB ct PD”, must be considered as 
transitional issues rather than now factors of the 
monetary system instituted under the Tetrarchy. 

There is no question that Diocletian aimed at 
arbitrarily establishing a universal monetary standard; 
but although the two main factors of hia system, 
namely tho/o/ifs and demrim. were current throughout ’ 
every province of tho Empire, it by no means follows 
that tho exchange value of the coins was uniform. 
Further, the appearance of coins of intermediate 
sizes affords unmistakable evidence that the prescribed 
coinage was either inadequate or unsuitable for local 
requirements. Hence it is not altogether surprising to 
tind that, in order to bring tho coinage more into 
harmony with traditional money values or local usages. 
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certabi alterations were made in Diocletian's sym¬ 
metrical and highly artificial system, which inevitably 
reduced it to a state of contusion. 

These developments were not confined to the East, 
but appear to have occurred in varying degrees 
through out the greater part of the Empire. 

The coins that result from these local efforts at 
re form are of a transitional character and naturally 
exhibit considerable variation in the matter of weight. 
However, despite the appearance of con fusion presented 
by the coinage of this period in general, it is possible 
to discern two fairly defined elements: (1) a new 
denomination was instituted in the last year, or 
perhaps two years, of the Tetrorchy, and this continues 
down to about the year 314; (2) the foRit passes 
rapidly through various stages of reduction until it 
finally merges into the smaller coin. 

0) T ho new denomination resembles the foUi* in 
type and style. That is to sny t the Emperors bust is 
laureate, and on the reverse the types most commonly 
met with are CENIO POPVLl ROMAN I or other 
types characteristic of the foUis. The coins weigh on 
the average h&-W gra, which probably indicates a 
normal standard of 10104 g^., or & of a pound. This 
distinctive weight, and the fact that they were first 
issued while the foil is retained its original standard, 
or at any rate was only beginning to show signs of 
diminution, is practically conclusive evidence that 
these coins form a denomination apart from the 
ordinary fulli*. 

A somewhat limited number was issued by Diocletian 
and Maximian shortly before their abdication and bv 
Valerius a* Cesar, but they become far more numerous 
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alter Galenas assumes the title of Augustus and 
tinder Maxlnunus. By the year &!l tKey appear to 
have either ousted or aljeorbed the folli# and conse¬ 
quently became the largest bronze coins in regular 
circulation. 

The following may be taken as representative 
examples of this denomination ; 

CIas$ 1 (under tlie Tetraidiv). 

Obv.-l MP C VAL MAXIMIAIVVS P F A VC. Lrmr. 

bust uf Mstxiniitui r. 

Iter,- GEN IQ POP ROM, Genius, PTR, PLC, 

FLN P (Weights, 03 f 94 t 05, Oft* 103, 

106 gm) 

CViist 2 (nftar 3Q5|. 

Oba IMP; C. CAL VAL MAXIMIANVS P F 

A VC. Laur. head of Giileriiis r* 

Jfrp T — GEN 10 IMPERATOftlS. Genius* ALE, &c. 

(Weigh ta, 90, 03, 95, 99 + 100 gr*t 

Diocletian with /fee, Q.VIES AVGG. (9E, 01 gm) 

DivoCoMhuitio withJbr. MEM. Dl VI, CONSTANT I, 
[Weights, 8a 03 (3), 0S t 00. 100, 105, 107, 113 gra.) 

It is not altogether easy to determine the relation 
of coins of this weight to the other current denomina¬ 
tions* They cannot very well be " halt-foJlea 11 as 
their weight is considerably more than half that of the 
foiliti + Moreover a h&lf-follis would involve the rather 
awkward proportion to the dmttriuv communi* of 1J* 
It will be seen* however, that their weight is exactly 
ouB-and-a-half times that of the denarius or three 
times that of a cento nfoutilix, and presumably on the 
strength of this souqs writers have described this 
denomination as a * tcruncius 1 '. 

It must be admitted that the term has little to 
commend it, and since the cgnienmnalh *, or quinariUs t 
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never obtained more than a vary limited circulation 
it is improbable that it was taken as the unit of 
reckoning when the now denomination was devised. 

In spite of Its deficiency in the matter of weight, 
it seems more reasonable to suppose that in currency 
this new denomination was worth 2 denarii communes 
and that the fotlis gradually dropped to the aamo 
value. Moreover, the fact that the numeral K almost 
invariably occurs in !ho field on later examples, 
particularly those of Alexandrian mintage, seems to 
point to this conclusion. 

(4) The Bedim of the Fotlis. Wo have already 
anticipated the stages by which the weight of the 
foil is dwindled from ^ to ^ of a pound, Since p how¬ 
ever, it is in lids connexion that some light is thrown 
on the meaning of the symbol XX I found on later 
examples of the fdlr.% it seems worth while to con* 
sider the question in detail. According to the theory 
advanced by Dathm ” the Alexandrian fottU with 
XX-< was equivalent to the plated denarius, not only 
in currency but intrinsically. Ho bases his argument 
on the hypothesis that tho amount of pure silver in 
the plated denarius was 0-055, whereas the foUis con* 
tainvd only 0-045. Even allowing that these per¬ 
centages represent the average found in the coins it la 
impossible to overlook the utter impracticability of 
attempting to regulate the value of copper coins by 
embellishing their surface with a thin coating of 
silver.** 0 It is, moreover, highly improbable that coins 
ot such different appearance and si^c should have boon 
regarded as of equal valued 1 

11 #»>+ 1905 r pp. 44:1-9. w Cf> § 19. 

34 it nmj be menlioncJ that fotiw with XX-1 are not confined 
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A &r more probable explanation of the symbol 
XX I ou the folks seems to be that the copper denarii 
of the Tetrarcby had become extinct, and just as 
Aurelian had taken the theoretical standard of the 
debased denarhut. two of'which, were equal to the newer 
iftMr/iui, so there was no reason why the same symbol 
should not have been employed at a later date to 
indicate that a coin was the equivalent of two of 
Diocletian's denarii commu m-s. 

Il, as [ believe, the symbol XX I docs not occur on 
the fallh until almost the end of the Tetrarchy, ju*t 
before 1 the coin began to show signs of losing weight, 
it seems probable that iu certain provinces it was 
already beginning to pass at the rale of two ^instead 
ol two-and-a-half dennrii. Hence the employment of 
the symbol, 

The following examples of the Alexandrian mint 
may serve to illustrate the decline ofthe/oWs: 

(°) a, P. 301 or 30il. Follis of usual sijie, but show¬ 
ing signs of slightly reduced weight. 

Maximum, Itee,~~ GENIO. POPvCl. ROMANI; 
164 grs,, diam. 110 in. 

Gakriits Caesar (similar) j 150 grs., diam. MO in. 

(1) 305. Reduced size and weight, 

Galerius Caesar {similar); 125 grs.. diam, 0-05in. 

(r'| After 305. 

Galerius Augustus. litr. —VIRTVS. EXERClTVS; 
tSu grs., diam. O DD iu. 

Diodctwn (afterabdication), Hti. —PftOVIDENTI A. 
DEOftVM,; 114 grs., 115 gia,, diam. 0-30 in. 

Subsequently the follis was reduced to about LOO grs., 
»t which stage it became amalgamated with the 


to tlm mint of Alexandria, but wen Issued elsewhere-at Sitcu, 
for GUUapIiL 

UVUIMH- L’H kti1f. H T*L. HI, ItRikl ITl „ 





IGP> 


E. A. SYDENHAM. 


denomination characterized Ly the numeral K de¬ 
scribed aboye. 

Although the follii underwent a similar process 
of diminution in every province of the Empire, the 
rate at which it woe reduced does not appear to have 
been uniform. At Antioch, for example, its decline 
seems to have been less rapid than at Alexandria- 
Thns we find the PftOVIDENTI A DEORVM QVf£S 
AVGG type (after 30ii) occurring simultaneously on 
coins of two sizes, Le* the ordinary follix of ^ and the 
newer denomination of-^. Again, ut the western rainy, 
such as Treves and Lyons, the original standard of 
the fotlit seems to have been retained some time after 
it had been reduced at Alexandria, 

The foregoing considerations, however, throw 
practically no light on the following bronze coin of 
Maximianns : — 

Qhi \— IMP C' MAX I Ml AN VS P F AVQ Radiate 
and draped bust n 

Jfrr,— CONCORDIA AVGG. Diocletian mid Maxi mum 
seated L on cumle dwJm 1» S, C. 
f Cob. 46. ] 

The only specimen of this extremely rare coin that 
I have had an opportunity of examining is in the 
Bodleian Collection. The coin is in good condition 
and weighs V2Q grs. Cohen classes it as MB and not 
os “outre MB et PB |K P although it is decidedly smaller 
and lighter than the ordinary Indeed, the 

portrayal of the emperor wearing the radiate crown 
instead of the wreath, the unusual occurrence of S C-, 
and its general milikeness to the follis, indicate plainly 
that it does not belong to this denomination. Nor* on 
the other hand, can it be classed among the coins of 
intermediate size already described. 
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Prom a single specimen it is of course impossible 
to conjecture its normal weight or its probable relation 
to other coins of the period. Ho coins of corresponding 
style appear to have been issued by Diocletian or by 
either of the two Caesars. Galerius and Constantins, 
So that this type of Maximian stands alone. 

The only explanation I can oftfer for the occurrence 
of this remarkable coin is that, while Maximian was 
in command of the government at Borne, it is possible 
that he made an abortive attempt to revive the old 
Senatorial bronze coinage on his own initiative. .But 
whether lie was actually trying to reintroduce the old 
dtipondiug or whether he contemplated the issue of 
a new series of bronze denominations must be left an 
open question. 

& A. Sydenham. 
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The above table includes only such denommaimms 
as obtained ordinary currency, thus omitting multiples 
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of the it Hi jitw, dfHttrittx, ft&tetiiu#, or ait, popularly 
described as 14 medalltona ", 


TABLE IL 

Tut Dltmi 0>- Hit StfTItmiL 



Avu lh^u Wd|ht 
of Sestertius, 

Ci-im|»ubktii>iL of Oricbl'iLtm. 
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— 
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0&|lL»:mih * * 

about 250*0 






The average weights given m the above table* ns 
u result of having weighed several hundred j wstzriii, 
are not. however much guide as to difference existing 
between the maximum and minimum weights of coins 
issued in any particular reign. From the time of 
Septimius Beroms the margin of difference tends to 
widen, and under Galliemis well-preserved specimens 
range from about 100 to 320 grs T 
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Tii* elaborate analysis of the metals composing 
Roman coins drawn up by .1. Hammer (Zeit, fur Nuvw $ 
IMS, xxvi, pp. 1—141 J s an extract from which is given 
above, shows that the quality of orichalcutn varies 
considerably at different periods, and even in the same 
reign coins not infrequently exhibit a curious in¬ 
equality of composi tion. 

It will be noticed that there is a more or less con¬ 
stant tendency to reduce the percentage of zinc, the 
metal which was essential in the production of orichal- 
cunij whereas lead, the cheaper and far less satbfac- 
toiy alloy, is used more freely. The metal was thereby 
reduced both in value and durability, and, as a matter 
of fact, during the third century it reverts to practi¬ 
cally the yellow bronze of Republican times* 

After the time of Gommodns the Roman fiotores 
seem to have paid little heed to the composition of the 
metal used for the bronze coinage. Old and worn 
coins, withdrawn from circulation, would have been 
thrown into the melting pob to which were added 
variable quantities of copper, tin, zinc, or lead (as the 
ease might be), without; regard to particular propor¬ 
tions so long as the compound presented the desired 
appearance. 


TABLE IIL 

Ptepwifo** <kf .Si ktr in Iht ;n bridge*! from J. Hurimfr'A analpii}. 
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Prt.pQrhbH Sfmr im U\* lB A nJuPUHiaiLiu * 


Caracal [& , 

* from 0-653 I-- O'affl 

EIji j?i! lift 1 iih . 

* ’ p 

i>*2S 

Philip i . . 

* u 

0500 pi «‘3Si> 

Dociun » + 

* TP 

0-T3M if O-SMM 

Gftllctijju'H 

* t* 

otio lp 044e 


Tlie bronze coins coated with silver i sailed between 
D. 256 and th* time of Diocletian show 0*85 to 096 ol 
copper and 045 to 0 04 of silver; small quantities of 
lead and tin also occur in their composition. 
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A FIND OF ANCIENT BRITISH GOLD COINS, 
[See Plate TIOJ 

Included in tbe collection of British coins recently 
presented by Sir Arthur Evans to the nation wore the 
coins described in the present note* Sir John Evans 
had evidently not had time to work through them, 
tor there were no tickets under them, or any indication 
of provenance. It seems hardly open to doubt that 
they represent the greater portion, if not the whole, 
of a find. I have excluded from the description two 
specimens of the early fiat coinage (Evans A 4), since 
I do not feet quite certain that they belonged to the 
find. Am is well known, they are attributed by most 
French numismatists to the Bellovaei (Blanche!, p. 360), 
and ix re found on both sides of the Channel 

Ihe remainder o! the corns fall into the following 
groups - 

A. lype of Evans 117, but of more spread fabric* 
and slightly concave reverse. Forty- eight specimens, 
some iiiigmenuiry. Of inverse fourteen are dia- 
tinguEhubie ; the obverse dies are nearly as numerous* 
but there are at least two which are combined with 
different reverse dies, and one of these also provides 
a link with another group. Typical specimens are illus- 
imle'I in pl VIH, 1 - 3 , Characteristics of the type are 
(a) the orescent curving up from the horse’s crupper, 
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SGUHiiimus enclosing, sometimes ending in, tt pellet: 
f&) the arrangement of two thin crescents, joined at 
the top, issuing from the upper edge of the design and 
ending in two pellets; fcj the curved baud of zigzag 
ornament (not shown in Evans's figure) at the bottom 
of the design, Of the coin* illustrated, FL vui, L is from 
the same obverse die as a number of coins belonging 
to group E. with the standing horse, FI. VIII. a shows 
the baud of ornament clearly. Fl. VIII. 3 is an unusual 
reverse, without the second characteristic mentioned 
above. On PL VIII. 3 the leaves of the wreath point 
upwards; on all other obverse dies in this group, so 
far as represented in the hud, they point downwards. 
This obverse die is shared by two different reverse dies, 

B. Similar to group A, but without the second 
characteristic ; the pellet- below the horse is supported 
on two diverging crescents; on three of (lie specimens 
there is an annulet below these [PL VUI. 5]; on the 
fourth I lien- is no annulet, the pellet is radiate, and 
the horse's neck shaggy [FL VIII. a]. All four speci¬ 
mens ore from the same obverse die [Fl. VIII. 4 ], 

C. Type and fabric of Evans B 7, A single coin, of 
rather yellower gold than those of the preceding 
groups, and flatter fabric (pi. viil 7 ]. This class is 
attributed to the At re bates by French numismatists 
(Blanche! pp. 3-J-l -lip The specimen illustrated shows 
the beginning of an ornamental development, below 
the wreath on the left hand, which does not appear on 
the ordinary specimens. 

I). A single coin, a variety of Evans E 7, on which 
the horse s legs are nearly parallel, giving the transi¬ 
tion to the standing home of the succeeding groups 

[fl vm Sj. 
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E. Type varied from Evans B 1. The horse stands 
to right, with all four legs parallel and vertical. The 
baud of ornament below is curved instead of straight* 
to judge from the slight traces remaining. All sis 
specimens are from the same obverse die ss certain 
specimens of group A (cp. FL VHX 0 with FL VIII, 1). 
Three of the six are from one reverse die, and three 
from another. 

R Type of Evans B4 or B6 1 ; horse standing to 
left, considerably more disintegrated than in group E; 
straight band of zigzag ornament below [FLViIi.io t il]. 
Of the five specimens, two are from the same pair 
of dies- 

G\ Similar to F, but on roverso the pellet below 
the horse is adorned with a number of rays, each 
terminating In a small pellet. Curved band with 
* zigzag ornament. Ail from the same obverse die 
[FL VIII. 12] ; the following reverse dfoa occur: 


Mcv* die rt [see FI. VUI. 12] r with ten rays to the 
globule, and row of a mull globules between it 
and bund of zigzag. 

Three specimen 

Hcv- die* i, varied from a 1 FL VHL 13 T . 

One specimen. 


AVr. die c, with seven raja to the globule, and various 
extra pellets; nothing between it and Imud. 

[FL VHL 11 ' 

Two specimens.. 


Iitv* the d t with sis rays lo the globule, nothing 
between it and baud. , FL VilL IB. | 

Two specimen*, one broke it. 


s It AniL’in* [m|>osV[bty to separate these two. 
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Itev. die f, sis mys. out* running into Jo west crescent 
of horse’s belly: arc of Land flutter. 

[PL VIII-18.] 

Three specimens. 

ften die A six niys to globule ; also two annulets 
liet^reeii it and legs of horse ; band off the 
Llan |"PL V1IL 17,] 

Oxm ftpeciuiiMi. 


H* Type of Ruding, PL I, Noa. 1 P 4. Twenty-nine 
specimens [pi. VIII 18-20]. The reverse dies from, 
which these were struck differ so minutely from each 
Other that I have relinquished the attempt to distin¬ 
guish them, since hardly in any pair of coins have 
I felt certain of an identity of die. Several show the 
straight band of exergunl ornament (as Muret 8710); 
but none seem to correspond to the variety illustrated 
by Evans, PL B 8. 

These arc of the class attributed by French numls- 
malists to the Morini (Blanche^ p, 346)* They appear 
to be of rather yellower gold than the other coins 
in the find, 

J. Quarter^taters iff. apparently, a new type. Qhv. 
Remains of a head (?), iiet. Cruciform pattern; a 
voided cross with a pellet in middle, and various other 
pellets in the field. Three specimens. [FL VILL 2L] 

It is unfortunate that there is no record of th^ place 
where these coins were found; not even whether it 
was in England or across the Channel* The hoard 
accordingly throws little light on fcha question whether 
coins such as those of group H are British or Gaulish; 
but the decided difference in respect of metal pre¬ 
sented by that group (and the solitary coin in group G) 
from the remainder of the find inclines me to the 
view thal they must belong t> - different districts. But 
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this criterion may be misleading; for the quality of 
ike gi.dd varies surprisingly in the same group of 
British coins; e + g> there are in t.lie British Museum 
specimens of the group F (Evans B 4 or 6) which are 
much yellower, and specimens of group H which are 
much redder, than any of those groups in the present 
hoard. 

An analysis of the weights (in grainy of-the coins 
in the various groups yields the following results : 

Group A (forty coins weighed). Maximum 101-5; 
minim um 8G4I; average 95-2; highest frequency 
(interval* of 1 grain) 04-3 to 054. 

Group B k The four specimexjv weigh OH-3, 944, 93>3. 
and 91-2 grains respectively * 

Group C\ The single specimen weighs 10O grains. 
Other specimens of Evans B 7 in the Evans Col lection 
w r eigh 102-7, J0P3, 93*8, and 98-3 grains; and the 
Britlsl] Museum series provides the following weights: 
103*2, 1004, 99*3^ 97*G t and 96-2 grains. 

Thus wo have a maximum of 103*2, minim um of 
96-2, average oi 99-7. From the descriptions in the 
Paris Catalogue it Is hardly possible to say how many 
ot Xr>*H 8593-8093 belong to the same group; tb*: 
illustrations of Nos. 8593 and 8597 show considerable 
variation. However, the weights recorded against 
those numbers are: 108-8,108-1. 98-8 (three specimens), 
98-2 p 98-0 (two specimens)* 97-3 (two specimens), 
96-5, 95*7,04*2. They thus yield a maximum of 108-8, 
minimum of 04-3, average of 99-1, which, in spite 
of the very high weights of two specimens, is not 
against our clausing ell the Paris coins to our group l'. 

1 <roijp I). The single specimen weighs 97 4 grains, 
tiro up E* The five specimens which are undamaged 
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Weigh 98-4 T 97-fi p 97-5, 97-2 y B6'8; giving an aveiuge 
of 97-5. The connection, shown by community of dies, 
with group A is thus not belied by the weights. 

Group F* Weights 102 ^ 100*0 + 99-7 a 99-2, 99-2* 
Specimens already io the British Museum weigh 99 H, 
98'3 P 9&-2 f 94-4 + 9S-6; others in the Evans Collection, 
INv7 p 98-7, 96-3, 959. 93 0, Maximum 102-6. minimum 
93<0 P average 97*4. 

Group G-. Maximum 99’ft, minimum 98-8, average 
979. 

Group H. The weights of these are remarkably 
uniform. Maximum 98-l r minimum 95-5, average 98-5. 
The coins are all in very good condition, and show very 
small sign of wear. On the other hand, if we Lake the 
weights of the other specimens in the Evans and British 
_ Museum Collections we get a lower level, owing to the 
inferior preservation. The five coins in the Paris Cata¬ 
logue (B710-14)* which seem to correspond moro or loss 
exactly, range fairly well with the coins in our find 
i97-7, 97 -3, 95-7, 95-2, 95-lj. This seems to me to be 
a case in which the analysis of the weights is fruitful, 
and I have set out the table of frequency to illustrate 
what I mean. The coins in our find are indicated 
by *; those in the Paris Catalogue by + ; other coins 
in the British Museum and Evans Collection hy x. 
It will be observed that on the frequency priumplo 
tdi« coins of the find, taken by themselves, place the 
standard very definitely somewhere between 95 5 and 
97 I grains. The five coins at Paris are too few to 
argu« from, but at least they cannot be said to contra¬ 
dict that result, Neither do the remaining coins 
contradict it violently but they tend to place it about 
a grain lower, and there is quite a number of coins on 

considerably lower level. The total evidence U 
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dearly in favour of a standard of 95*5 to 96 1 grama; 
a trifle lower than the average of the coins of the find. 
But if we had taken only the coins in the British 
Museum, Paris, and Evans Collections, excluding the 
find* wo should have got a rather different result. 
The table of frequency would still have shown an 
approximation to the correct result, though the summit 


85 5^86 4 x .. . . .. .. * Si! 

86 6-87 4 a, ... *.. ... ... .. .. . „* ... 

87 5-88 4 ..-.,... , .*« »» — -. - 

884-894 x ... **. *.. ... _ __... *__ ... . .. «. ... ... 

89 5-00 4 ....... ■** . . 

00 5-914 -.**......*.. ... , M ... „. 

@14-924 x x x x . ... . . ++ * .., ...* *.. 

92-5-954 x x x x *. + ... ,. + ... .., ... ... . . ...... .., .., 

D3 5-944 xx . .... ....„ .>.... 

944-954 + -fxxxxxx ... **. .** . .. ... * + . 

955-98-4 * + * * * * « - # ■ * ■ »+xxxXxx 

fl6-5-^97 L 4 * ■ * * * * * * * * # * Hh x x X *** +«-. *** ... 

&I &-&8-4 * * * * -h ... T „ ... . ... T+J trr , P . . iT , 4t 


of the curve would have been n point lower. But the 
average would have been 044 grains, thanks to the 
predominance of specimens of low weight. Possibly 
an intensive study of the standards of various series 
of British coins on these linos may throw some light 
ou their classification. In any ease, the u^e of the 
table of frequency to eliminate abnormal elements, 
and to correct the average, h well illustrated by this 
example. 

Group .L The three specimens weigh 23 0 T 23-O r and 
■2:2-1 grains respectively. 


G. F. Hill. 
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ANGLO-GALLIC COINS. 

(Contitmai from 1/oJ, XtI T J*» 413,) 
iSei] Plate BX.j 
Henby Till. 

The Anglo-Gallic scrips really ceases with, the reign 
of Henry TI t when all the French possessions of the 
English crown were lost, with the exception of Calais, 
and Henry was driven from the throne of France, 
but the record of the series would not be complete 
without mentioning the groats struck at Touraal by 
Henry YIIL These coins do not fail into the same 
category as the rest of the series. They are not French 
feudal coins, in the same sense as those of Henry II 
and Ms successors, nor are they French regal coins, 
m the same sense as those- of Henry VI* They are 
rather municipal coins, struck by a conqueror for a 
conquered town. 

Henry ViJI succeeded to the English throne in 
3 307, and four years lafcer, in 1511, he entered into an 
alliance with his father-in-law; Ferdinand of Spain, 
to attack Louis of France, His revival of Edward Ill’s 
claim to the French throne was a mere pretext, 
ski lfully used by Ferdinand to persuade Henry to join 
him for his own ends. An attack on Guienne was 
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planned, and the English fleet sailed in May I5l2„ 
However, Ferdinand did not support the English as. 
he had promised, and the invasion failed. The troops 
mutinied and returned home, 

Henry determined not to allow this failure and loss 
of prestige to go unheeded. Undeterred by the Spanish 
king's defeet ion, he planned another invasion of France* 
this time from the north. He gathered an army at 
Calais, and proceeded there himself on June 30, 1513, 
On July 24 he captured TlnVouaiMie, and on Sept cm* 
ber 15 he laid siege to Tournai. The town did not 
hold out long. It fell on September 24. 

After the fall of Tournai, Henry returned to England 
and peace was made with France. One of the terms 
of the treaty was that Tournai was to be held as 
security Jor an indemnity* 

Henry held Tournai for five years. In 1513 he 
entered into a fresh treaty with France, by which 
he restored Tonraai to France in exchange for a 
payment of dOO + <XK> francs in twelve years. 

The only coinage at nick by Henry for Tournai was 
the groat, and there are two distinct issues. One, 
bearing the king's portrait on the obverse, and a shield 
with the royal arms on the reverse, is undated; the 
Ollier, bearing a shield with the royal arms on the 
obverse* and a cross on the reverse, is dated 1513, 
The latter issue comprises two distinct varieties. They 
sire all rare coins, but the types without the portrait 
are the rarest. It m&y be that they were the earliest 
struck, and soon superseded by the portrait type, 
which remained the current type from 1513 to 1513, 
The portrait typo is undated, and so may well be 
aligned to the whole period of Henry's occupation 
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of Toum&i, while the types without the portrait both 
bear the date 1513, and must therefore have been 
struck immediately after the taking of TourmI, if the 
date on the coins is to be taken as a guide. It 1 $ 
possible, however, that the date merely alludes to the 
date of the capture of the city. The portrait type 
corresponds closely with the earliest English groats of 
Henry VIII, while the non-portrait types correspond 
in some particulars to his later issue*. 

The following is a description of the types: 
i i roat p Portrait type. 

L Gfrr.—m.im 0 crowned. 

FlUnKr^C-mf LI Stopg, snllircsH Bust of 
ting to ri"ht in profile, crowned and draped, 
within n headed inner circle which is pierced 
by the cro^ on the top of the crown. 

JJct.—m*HL r ciowned. GIVI | T3SS3 :TORH 
TCCiflft* |. Stops, saltfr^a- Shield bearing the 
royal amis on a cross four elite, which pierces 
the beaded inner circle and divides tho legend. 

Bernard Roth Collection, PL vj. SSL 

This coin, which U said to be th«? finest knowu^ h 
from the Berguo, Brice, aud .Montagu Collections, 

2. As last, but rending 7ICL1< 1 on obv + 

Wt. 44-0 grsr British Museum. {See FL 11, 2.) 

Groat, without portrait. 

Type I* 

I, Obv*—hEimG'JA.N. 6RK.FRJEKCIEiETKMGLIE: 

REX, Stops, pelJeU, Shield bps ring the 
royal arms, crowned, within a beaded inner 
circle. In field, fleur-de-lis to left of shield, 
leopard passant to right. The cross sur¬ 
mount icg the crown cuts the inner circle, 

mrni^ta. ciiiOM.., iii, name* |ir fc 


O 
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Iier r -cmnts TORMJE; CEHSIS|: I =5:1:31. Long 

cross voirfed 3 fourchti*, extending to edge of 
coin, oath limb crossed by three bars; in 
qontro p h within ft quatrefoil compartment, 
FleiiE-de-lia find leopard pas sui t in Alternate 
angles* 

\VL 504 gra British Museum. from the Evans Collet- 
(ion. (Soo IX. L) 

This? coin b said to be the finest, of the oiily three 
specimens known, and comes from the Shepherd anti 
Montagu Collections. There was another specimen, 
similar in all respects, in the Murdoch Collection 
{PL vL 409), 

Type 2. 

L Obv.— hElirtU:^a^L^nA,FSl^lK:iE:ET:KflGL[Et 
REX. Type =i, last, but without the lb find 
leopard in the field, 

JfifUL—ClVimS TORim CEH^IS ; 1:5:1:3 . Long 
ero ==3 Its on last, but nothing in angles. In 
centre* a compartment of four arches and 
Four fin glee enclosing a quatorfoil with stm 
within it. Beaded inner circle with treasure 
of tw elve arches ending in trefoil* 

*Wt 15 grs. Montagu Collection, Part lYj PL v. 367, {See 
PL IX. 3.) 

This com is from the Marskam P Montagu, and 
Murdoch (lot 440) Collections. 

This brings the series of AngbvGaliio coma to an 
end. I may perhaps add here that I have purposely 
omitted any reference to the coins of Calais. These 
seem to me to belong essentially to the English* not 
the Anglo-Gallic, series. They correspond with the 
types and issues of the contemporary English coins. 
The dies wore probably 1 made at the Tower, and Calais 
wax looked upon rather as part of England than as part 
of her French possessions. It is better from every point 
of view to treat of them as part of the English series. 
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ADDENDA. 

Since beginning the series of articles on tho Anglo- 
Gallic coinage in the N‘%tmismatie Chronicle t various 
additional information lias come to light, and I think 
that a short supplementary noto may be of interest 
I do not intend here to draw attention to minor 
variations of legends p but only to more important 
mattery such aa new types or now mints. 

Ebwabd IL 

The sterling and demi-sterling previously attributed 
to Edward III fse* Num* Chron., 190G, p, 307) must 
now be attributed to either Edward I or Edward II + 
Thia is established by Mr Gk CL Brooke In Jus notes on 
the Caraphaim find in Num. CAron rf lill4 r p + 883* 
The date of the deposit of this hoard was probably 
1320. As I have already pointed out, these coins in 
style nre much more closely related to the English 
than the Anglo-Gallic series, and we may perhaps 
safely apply the same test to them as to the English 
coins, and assign them to Edward IL 

Edward III. 

I.-} uiennois. Fourth Issue. Type 3, 

Limoges. 

Ohv—€f}' D GRK UGX ItGllG DO lEQilTnHE 

Usual type; li between pinnacles, 

— + GLTCgHf exeLCIS DEOStTf ingT£RR7f| 

FJ£Xg ItOlBVS. Usual type, but only twelve 
arches in treasure* 

WL 59«7 grk My Collection. PL IX , 4. 

This is a now mint for the type of gniennois, with 
t welve instead of sixteen arches in the tressure. 

o 2 
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Gros touraois with crown between towers* 

Ote.-£D'\REK KftG|LI6|* BUDICITV &c. Fleur- 
de-lis after Ii of Long cross pattie 

extending to edge of coin. 

Jfow*— -hDVX:JEeiTKai€. Bunding with annulet. 
lopped towers- Spire tahveen with crown 
below- Ground plant?) beneath building. 
The whole within a treasure of twelve arches 
end using tkur-de-lis. 

PiedforL Wt 203 1 gra, Miller Collection. (PL XX, 5*) 

The coin is published in tho Proc$&-t*rbmx de la 
jSqc. Fr> de Xum. r 1916, p. cix* It corresponds with the 
groa toumoin. No. 4 r published in Xum. Chron „ 19*12. 
p. 298, with tho exception of the crown between the 
towers, end the fleur-de-lni in the obverse legend* 

M r Miller draws attention to the fact that, many 
pied forts of Edward III are known of which we have 
no examples of the ordinary coin. 

Gros or deni i -gros, leopard passant type. 

Ohv.-ftl)R£K jmGIiia Outer legend Illegible. 
Cross puttee dividing inner logond. 

Jtav—+0VXo lEtrlTlEIlItL Leopard pua&nt to I.; 
ornamental border. 

Miller Collection. 

This coin is published in the ProciB-mrbaux de la 
Sod- Ft. de Num., 1917, p. lxxxiv. but unfortunately is 
iu too poor a state of preservation to admit of 
illustration* 

Doubly 

■ Ofe^+epWXSRGVSsR€X. BGL£~¥RMQ In two 
lines across Bold. 

Mei. — + SQ (i 1? i i T XE : DV ( J |iGX- Cross with three 

upper limbs fi&ur-de-li&to, within leaded inner 
circle. 

WL grs- Miller Collection. (Seo Fig. 1.) 
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This coin is also published in the Proc&s-terbaaw <ie 
la $oe. Fr. dr Xum., 1017, p. lxsxii. It is a copy of 
the double parisas issued by Philip VI on April 12, 
1350, or by John the Hood on December St>, 135.1 
It was therefore probably struck by Edward III 
between 1350 and 1360. 



F jo. 2. 


Hard! d'argent. 

Ole. —Hi): RX: KRIS Olfl; TCGL8. Half-length figure 
of tlie king, crowned, fncintr. under ji cnnopy { 
eword in r. baud, left raised. The whole 
within a bended inner circle which is cut at 
the top by the canopy, and at the bottom by 
the figure of the king, Those also divide the 
legend. 

See .— DVX |1t£ I\T3EH I11H , Stop, rosette. Long 
cross pattlio extending to edge of coin ; Lis in 
first iind fourth angles. Jeopard in second anil 
third angles. No inner circles. 

m 17>9 gi^ Miller Collection. iSee Fig. 2. i 
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This coin is published by M. Miller in the Prows- 
rerhaux de la Soe* Fr. do Xum. t 19I6j p. criii t arid 
is ati extremely interesting addition to the series. 
M + Miller in his accompanying note draws attention 
to the fact that the earliest coins of the hard! type 
previously known were the hard! cTor and banli 
d urgent of Edward the Black Prince, but that now 
it is necessary to date its introduction earlier, that is* 
to the reign of Edward 11I H 

1 have suggested that the hard is of the Black Prince 
were the latest coins struck by him, probably on his 
return from his Spanish expedition in I3G8, and have 
based this suggestion on the facts that it is a new' 
type for the Anglo-Gallic series and that it was the 
type adopted by Richard II and Henry IV for their 
Anglo-Gallic coins. 

To what date are we to assign this hardi d argent of 
Edward III? I am inclined to think it was struck 
after, not before, the haul is of the Black Prince, and 
to assign it to the period 1372“?. The Black Prince 
surrendered Aquitaine to his father in I372 T and if 
Edward HI struck any coins bearing his own name 
during this period, he would naturally follow the 
current type. 

The argument ngainst this is that the reverse legend 
is “Dux Aquitania", and not, as we should expect, 

Dominos Aquitaine Ft . 

The hardi d 'argent of Edward 111 is alluded to in 
the MB. Fr r*j24 ( 132 et 133 t* in (he Biblioth&que 
Nationals {see Xitm. Ckron. t 1912* p. 373), winch states 
that on September 10, 1453, currency was given for 
Guienne to, among other coin.s, 

"Petits hardia, old and w ( of the Pmcfl of Wales, 
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of Ki ng Ed ward, and of Kiii£ Hoary of England, 
father of the said king ri (Henry VI)- 

The sequence seems to imply that the hardi d^argent 
of Edward IT1 struck after that of the Block 
Prince* i. a. in the period 1372-^7. If the reverse 
legend were u Dominus Aqnitanie 11 instead of “Dox 
Aqititama” we could safely assign it to this period. 
Bat. in spite of the legend, I am inclined to think that 
the balance of probability is that it belongs to this 
period. 

Henry of Lancaster, 

Or on tournois* 

1. With embattled towers, 

Ohw — +ohEH: acmes LTL BUD &e. Cmss 
pattte. 

Jfw*— +oDHS ; B1UIG7HR2EC1L Building with em¬ 
battled tewera, spire between with threo 
annulets underneath. The whole contamed 
in an ornamented border. 

Lai an no Collection, 

Published in the Procc^iTr^itr r?e la So c, Fr. dc Xuw.+ 

1901, p, iL 

2. With annulet topped Lowers* 

Obv.-hEU COm LUftOE- BIHJ *e. Long cross 
pattee to edge of coin- Fleur-de-lis after L of 

LIEilOE 

Rev* —DRSsBR9EA3tIlU£QU» Building with crown 
between towers, within ornamented border. 

Lalonne Collection- 

Ct-L—hEEt d OSH L7 l s UUE . BUD &c. Typo m las t. 
Flour-dodis after Lt of LISUtlE 

jfer,—011S -11 (UTEG JiIUEU11. Type - lS Inst, hutumulet 
on either side of build lug* high up below the 
cross surmounting th^ spire. 

Lilian no Collection. 

These coins are both published in Lhe PfTX&verbam de la 

S&G. Fr . life Num. t 1901, p. Ai 
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Gtfos leopard type. 

Oba.— h Bit flOJ® | VIS I It"! B ), Cross pattta ; outer 

legend illegible. 

Jlcv OHS: BRJlGlUftTCQH* Leopard passant to left. 

Miller Collection. (See Fig. 3, ) 

Published in the Fiu&frvcrlxmx it la S&c . Fr . dc Num^ 
1D17, p. Usxlw It is a new tyjw of jjros for Henry 
of Lancaster. 



Vie. 3. 


Bonier, 

Ohv ,—hEUR .***.« Leopard to L, between t vro 
at mightlines ; rosette below, 

— + Dff£?* BRTE ., * IR3L Stop, star, Cross 
pottle. 

LalaDdo Collection. 

Published in the FmeeS'Verbam dc la Sot, Fr . dc Num. r 
IBOlg p. zii 

Edward the Black Prince. 
ficu or Chaise. 

Poitiers. 

Type 2. Lis in first angle. 

+ etBPo-eiuv meis-rnGM pus* mjv- 

TIIERh Stops,, rosettes. Usual tyjie. Two 
arches on each aide of Prince. 

tf**-+DGVS * ivoax ■ vjSTvsTmriB-z-vmk 

BltP. Stops, rosettes. Usual typo. Lis in 
first angle. 

W t* 54 grs, Ibishleigh Collection, PL xviii, 1 1JJ2, 
This i$ » new mint for the tfcu* 
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Hejcht V, 

Gros. Second issue, September 25, 1419-January 12 
1420. 

Wr.~ + hBRRiaVS:FR3IHCGRV|RflQt. Stops, pel¬ 
lets. Three rtenrs-de-lis aitnuouiifcflij by n 
crown, within a plain inner circle. 

+ SIT; ItOiRH; L)I(T ■ UflKPJ 01(1 TV. Stop* pel- 
U--U* Ci'oss frnirde-li6ve, erown on jfirat 
quarter, leujiard passant to 1. in fourth quarter, 
ti in centre. 

Wt. 47-3 grs. David Collection, (See Fig. 4.) 



Fie. 4. 


This coin is a most important addition to the Anglo- 
Gallic coinage of Henry V. It is the gtos or florette 
of the issue of September 25. 1419. 

It will be recollected that the ordinance of 
September 23, 1419, provided for the issue of a m on toil 
d'or, gros, deuii-grcs, and quart de groa d'argwrt, 
mansois, and petit denier bearing an h in the centre 
of the cross on the reverse. The mouton d or, quart 
de gross, man so is, and petit denier have all been pub¬ 
lished. We now can add the gras, and there remains 
only the de mi-gross to be discovered. 

It will be noticed that this coin corresponds exactly 
with the gross of the Srst issue, with the exception of 
the h in the centre of the cross on the reverse^ It ra 
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published iii the/Yocw-cw&nfjj tfc to Fr>deNtim., 
19l5 t p, xxxii* 

The mantis and petit denier of the second i&m 
were not Illustrated in my previous article, so I insert 
illustrations here to show 1 the t3 r pes. 



FiO. 5. Manaois. Of double toar&ok Sept* 25 t 1419. 



Ficl 6* Petit denier, Sept- 2$, 1419. 


A mistake is made in the previous article in Num* 
Chrmi*, 1912 h p. 188. in the date of the ordinance which 
provides for the issue of the leopard gros* The date 
given is May 6, 1480* It should be May 6, 1421, 
and the reference to the Normandy Patent Bolls 
should be 6 Hen. V. meinU 84 dorso* The date was 
taken from M. do Saulcy’s lltgfaire numismatique de 
Henri V et Henri 1% but M. de Saulcy has made a 
mistake* The correct date is given in hi. Lecointre 
Dupont's “Lettre stir Thistoire monotaire de la 
Normandie pend ant J m rogues de Charles VI ct de 
Charles VII" in the Sen* Atom* Ft*, 1846, p. 194- 
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The various issues of gros of Usury V should be 
as follows: 

First issue, Jon. 10 + 1410* Type three iteur^de-lis. 
Second i^ue. Sept. 25, 1419* Same styk% but li 
in centre of cross on reverse. 

Third ii-siae, Jllii. 12 t 1420. Fleurs-de-lis with leopard 
supporters* 

Fourth Issue. June 16, 1420, Smut? style, but legend 

ilurbs FRSitaia, 

Fifth issue, May G, 1421. Leopard ty|n^ 

FIesb* YL 

Salute. 

Auxerre* 

1 published a salute of this mint in Aim. Chron., 
1912, p. 3tSf>. on the authority of 31. do Saulcy* I have 
now been able to obtain a oast of n specimen in the 
Biblioihkjue National*, and include it here to filust rate 
the mint-mark JPL IX. 6.) 

Angelot. 

Rouenu 

As AWa, throw* T 1912, PL xxiii* S, hut annulet 
enclosing pellet under the lost tetter hut one of the 
legends^ 

Bernard Roth Collection. PL vL MS. 
This is the amgdot oi Pierre de Preaulx, struck 
between 144b and 1449. 

Grand blanc,. 

Auxeire. 

As Kim. Chnm f 1912, PL xjslii. B f but pellet in 
front of man, on both sidea. mid hQJtUVS above 
all si 1 bis on obverse. 

Wt. 48-9 gra, BmlLuich^ Collection* 

I illustrate Lhia coin because the m,m. is formed 
differently from those on the two grands blames from 
Air. Walters's Collection, described in Num. Gfiroi 
1912, p, 398, but I think the man. on this coin L* 


192 


LIONEL H. HEWLETT, 


intended to be a ler-de-mouiin. Dr. Bailhadio suggests 
a 1 * 001 , and attributes this coin to Do Mansi It he 
is correct* it would belong to the issue prior to July 17 * 
1432 i SQQ Nil itt, C/j/'0)L t 1012, p, WQy 

Le Mans. 

Am Nmtu Chvon^ 1012, PL xxiv\ 4 r but the m,HL on 
the obverse stud reverse differ considerably from each 
other. The imm. on the reverse is of the usual 
type, but the m,m. on the obverse has no pierced 
centre, and is very irregular in shape. 

Wt- 43 1 grs. BuUhadie Collection. (PL IX + a.) 

St Quentin, 

Am Jtfum ChrQn., 1912, p, 40S r but without pellet under 
the sixteenIh letters of the legends, 

Wt. 40 6 grs. BaiJhaehe Collection* (PL IX, 7.) 

This is the grand blanc struct before March 5 + 1427 . 

Petit blanc. 

St. Quentin. 

m.ni. spur foweL Legends and type as usual. 

Wt. 24'2 grs , Bo 31 sireiit-vil le Collection. 

Published hi Jfcfr- Num, Fr. f 1901 , p. 387 . 

Denier toiiraois. 

Macon. 

nun. trefoil Legends and type ns usual. 

Messrs- Spink & Son.. 

Severs, 

mm. btjir. Legends and typo ns usual. 

Meft&n. Spink & Son, 

Denier par iris. 

St. Quentin., 

m.m + inullei on rev. Legends and ty]H? as ti&unL 

Wt 21-8 gra. De Martli6ville Collection. 
Publish fid in Jfcp. Nmu Fr, t 1901, p, 3S7 T 

It is not stated to which issue this coin belongs. 
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In conclusion, I would desire to express my best 
thanks to M. Paul Bordeaux and to M. Miller for 
providing me with casts of coins for illustration, to 
Dr. BaiJiuiche for lending me his grands blades of 
Henry YI r and to the Editors of the Bertt* jVtmu- 
viatique I^rnn^am for permission to reproduce illus¬ 
trations appearing in their pages. 


ADDENDA II 

Rochelle* 

I have recently acquired a specimen of the ecu of 
this mint* It is of type 2, with lis in first angle, and 
corresponds with the coin described in Xu at. Chrm* t 
VMG t p. 119, but reads JHJVJTIC on obverse. 

Pavilion, First'Issue, 

Limoges. 

The coin in the Montagu Collection (Jot 335)„ men¬ 
tioned in iYtiwi, Ohrmu, 190fi a p. 122, has recently come 
into rU 3 F possession. It belongs to the First Issue, 
type 2, with Us in first angle* 

Henry V- 

Salute d J or, Rouen. 

Another specimen of ihia rare coin has recently come 
to light, and differs from the four previously known 
specimens in reading FR2ERG instead {tfFRKHGI and 
in having a pellet under the first letters of the legend 
(the mint-mark of Rouen > on obverse and reverse* It 
also differs materially m details of workmanship, 

Lionel M* Hewlett* 


X. 


UNPUBLISHED COINS OF THE CALIPHATE. 



Since the publication of the two volumes oi Addition# 
to thu British Museum Catalogue of Oriental Coins in 
J89t>, over 400 coins of the Omayy&d and Abbasid 
Caliphs have been acquired. Among them are the 
following, which appear to bo worth putting ou record 
us a contribution to the Fasti /l rabid. They are not 
given by Tiesenbausen in his il/outiaict dss Khalifs 
tjrienttmx; nor are they in the published volumes of 
l he cam log lies of the collections in Paris, Berlin, and 
Cairo. This list has been compared with previous 
similar articles in the Numismatic Chronicle by 
31 r. Stanley Lane Poole, Dr. Codrington. the lute 





UNTUBLl$liEl> COINS OF TJJE CALIPHATE. 105 


Mr. J. AL C. Johnston, and with Prof. Major E. von 
Zambaur's ContrilmUons d hi Nu mixmalique Oriental & 
in th* Zgitackrift fftr NumhumiiA^ 1905, Aw 


OxAYTAD C A LII , II 8 j. 


Mint. 

al^AjDdftlus 

Jay 

iiI-Bub 


Silver l>irficm& 

Date. Mint. 

130 x* n. Sfiti ah Ah wok 

103 „ Manful hir 

01* „ Maisan 

Coinage i3 r Atm Mualim. 


Date. 

03 

07 

70 and 93. 


idr/ifia, Ji. Jf, C, T Cut, l p No. 21G P hut Dnrabiird 

120 a* ii. 

Mev* Ollier margin (Fig. 1): li- o a o Jill o 

e o o A-i e. 

Similar but ul-Kny, 130 a. it. 

J?«'. t>utor margin (Fig, 2): oii-e. ^Ib o y^ o 4 ill cs ^ 

4 *■' ■j. -- ■--'1 ■ . 


Abba am Cali mis. 

al-SafTTih: Arda?J_iTr Khurmfa : 135, At. 

al- Mansur : Afrlkiyah. 144, Ai .; nl-Kofah, 1S6L Al ■ Jamil 
SftbUr, 136, AL 

al-Bashiri : Smn friend, 173 p A; Mndlimt al-Sahm 177, AC. 
&l-M&*iniLn : Mfer, 217, A ., 218, AT, P as 2ULtf. r Cat. 250, AL T 
and 263 m. f A r ,, tlie mint of which is M isr and p-*t 
Madayn. 

Annuity ah, 218, Ai,: Jfan ami— 

Jj- u 

UUI 

The name of the GoTomar Aid ud^Baljman k KUhn 
ap|x nra tu he hew [Fig* GJ* 

I $ fall Tin, 2Gft s AU > ^Lmarkatid p 2i7 t jtL 
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lU-Mu't&s im .: Sihtr dihr&ns: 
fd+Basrak 220 A* H + \ Samarkand, 225a.il ; iit-Sliasl*, 220 
and 224 ; mud Irak, 220; Su mi-min’rfia, 326 ; 

Marw, 220 a. tl , 

al-Wnttilk: San'fl, AT* t 230 and 201 a. m* p as JJLJlf. C., 
Cat. 1, No. 313 r but mint mid bonenth obv* urea 

C bJ - 

The nacse of Use Turkish Emir Aitftkhr a celebrated 
general of fd-Ma'mnn and d-Watbik* who was treacherously 
murdered by- order of abMutawokkil, in 234 a. h. iS4S 0 a. d.) p 
bus not previously beers noted on a coin. (Fag. SK 

Isfahan, 220, 230 p -th p and Samarkand, 227 p 231, :IL 
ut-MutuvmkkiK : 

Binary id-B aa nils* 247 a. It., A r . 65, wt* 65^0. 
BiirnL'-min-rfia, 233, A'. 7, wt 64 3. 

Miidluat al-Salmn, 244, A\ ft wL 63-5 ; 247, 
AT, ft wt Go, 

Mkr t 214, A'. So, wt. 63-3. 

Samarkand 247, A : . 7, wt* 65-1. 

ZtfriettU; Mali fin p 232. 233 a* h* 

Dabil t 240. 

Fare, 234. 

Manv p 236 a. il l B - M* 331 hj* 

Do,, 243. 244 (B. M. 432). 

Mnli ait-Kufdi. 233, 241, 245. 

al-Muntaair: Surra'min-rfta, 248 -p. il p A\ 65, wt. 04. 

Qbv. and im legends as* *n /?< iTT* C t Add. ix f p„ 65, 
No. 332 p + 

Thb> appears to be the only known gold coin of al-ilim- 
tadr's brief reign (Fig. 5J. 
ttl+Musta Ln : 

al-Sshasii, 248, &\ 8, wt 04-4. 

Isfahan, 251, .it. 

al-Hutasz: 

Son'll, 252, A r . 75, wt. 44-8 (2. 8 dinar). 
al-Mu'tamid: 

5ao T a t 257, N. 75. wt. 45-2. 

Do., 272, it. 75, wt. 44 4. 

Do,, 274, A r . 75. wt. 45-9, 

Madinot al-Salto, 277, AT, 9, wt. 64-5. 
uI-Ahwiix. 204, .!;. ; BunM'nh, 279, At.; HamadliSn, 
350. At. 
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al-Mu h tadid: 

d+Ahw&Zp 281, 288 1 ShTttas, 289. JL 
HamadhiIn, 284. 


ftl-Muktnfi; 

Filistin, 294. £ 1 . 9, wt. 69, 

Misr, 203, A", 9, wt, G6. 

ZHrhtmt abAhwaz, 200 a.u, 

Tu«br min al-Ahwiiz, 2S0, 290. 291. 
nl-Bssnili, 290. 291. 203. 


Mfcr, 202, 204. 

Mill] jJ-Banrah, 200. 
Nislbln, 294. 296. 
Wflsit, £90. 
Hanindhan, 296. 


Filistin. 301, 307. 
Madliint al-8.il am, 307. 
Misr, £99. BOfl, 314. 
Humadliiln, 206. 


Ilarnin. 292. 

Dima^jlc, 2S4. 

Bflfi nb'Ain, 293. 

Sarra-mia-ma, 293, 204. 
nl-KAfah. 200. 

fil-Hnktiuiir: 

Dhinrs : 
nl-AhwnZp &09. 

T u ntzit* m i n nl -Ati w&Zj 809- 
Snk &J-Ahwl£, 318. 

ArdabTl 318. 

Dirhems i ol-AhwlZp 290, 298, 300, 3 10, 

Sftk al-Ahivte* 808, 30 l p 812, 

Tufifcor min al-Ahwift, 20&, 319., 

Arrnjfni! 308 (tba mrlitaal Abttt&id qq in of this 
mint). 

IT*nfn P 817. 

Jsk n n S lit. ^ 290 i Vh^J i Pig. 4 J, The only oth^r coina 
*>f this mint of thia period appear to ki the 
Beilin specimen of the year 314 (Cat. Ko, 
lOitO and von Zumbinuft specimen h, 306, 
Til,- latter proposes to n>ud Lav<>ix*a no. 11.53, 

liability (UU), as, Jamji.n (Contribution . Pr. I 

p. 12, Pt. II. SO). 

iil-Kfifikdb, 320. mh al-Krifah, 290, 306, 307. 303. 

al - A in. 29 8 309. abMuh*iniDuliyfth t 398. 

Sin jar, 300. 317. 313. MosuL 301. 

State, 390, 300. ,m XisibTn, 303. 

Pars, 208. Wndt, 303, 3(10. 318. 


nl-Katilr: nl Karki, A'. 85, wt. 77 jJJb). There are 

dinars of al-Muktadir of this rarw mint in 
Paris of the years 80S and 816 (Cat. Nos, 1130 
and 1131) and Dr, Codrington has one of 318 

WUMltu. Cliarut., % mi, iEkiti IV, p 
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(Jftim. a™., 1903, p. 372), but no coin of 
;il-Kii!iir of this mint appears to have been 
puhliah&tL 

TufitAr min oI-Atwa^ 321, -it, 

S&k iihAliw.iz, -i2l p AL iSinjlfp 322, AL 

ai-Bu^I: Tustar min ftl-AhwIa, 022, if* 

Filiatln, 325 t A r . 

Silk klvUnvH^ 828, 

Ijubvan* 322. M - 
No mint* Ah 0-45, wL 124, 

OZhl— 3' | u»j 4 | »1 d > 

jteff.—4iiu i i 

al-Naaix : Mad mat aKSal&m, 575 r *V* 

d-MiiH Ungir ; Iffu fe nAt fll-galjkm, <>27 s 639h A ., l j‘2G t .It* 
al*Huffta R aim: Madlnat al-Sadrim, EMS* ti50, G56, Af + 

Abbabiu GOYEBtfQR. 

Hi&bam b! ^mm : jE. 0-8, Mosul. 

Qb *.—Axound jQti j Jl | e S o 

in centre in Joubib aqiiATO 

In eentro 

Jr» 

*jj\ 

around J-f^Lb ^*c ^ J-A 

Hifcbam b. Agim was afterwards appolnled gov©rm>r of 
Sindh in 151 a. el, and conquered parts of Kashmir and 
MtdUlLp 
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The Date or tue li Tbzhusicia Potesta^” OF Nero 
ASH THE C-CUSB. 

Stubests of Koimm imperial history have Jong been 
familiar with the diflicuUiea surrounding the dating of the 
"Iribiralcui potestas" of Nero. I do not propose here to go 
over the whole of the ground again, 1 bat merely to offer a 
contribution to the problem from the side of numismatics 
— an iiuj>ortn,iii source ofevideuce, which la this |Knnt seems 
to have bon 11 P soniowliat strangely* neglected- I need only 
recall the fact that the main difficulty is caused by the 
occurrence of TR, P, VIJ, not TR, P. VI. as wo should 
expect, on an Arval Table, which can be dated with certainty 
to January l p a. d. 60. 

The dated coins of Nero of the imperial mint of Rome 
fall into two groups: 

(1) Aurei and denarii bearing the dates TR. P. to 

TR. P. X, 

(2) Sestertii and dapondii bearing tin* dates TR. P. XI 

to TR. F. X1111 (TR* P, XI and TR. P. Xlfll are 

both rare). 

Thu later aurvi and denarii and ( he earlier 41 nee " coins 
are alike undated, Turning at once to the critical point, the 
year a, d* 60, wo find TR. P. VI combined with COS till in 
the Imperial title — Jan* 1, a.b. 60 onwards; that ie to say* 
for the coine the difficulty of the Arval Table does not 
exist — TR, P. VI occult exactly wherv we bavo a right to 
expect it* The dates TR. P, to TR. P. X will then run in 
normal course from December* a. d. 54-5, down to Decern- 
ber t a. n. 66-1, 2 


1 For details cp. Sandys, Latin iMcnjititittt, p. !2$7 P Or Cagnat* 
C&vra ttfpvjwpjnj fating p* 168 . 

f The fact that Dec, 4 or 11 j not Oct- 13, was reckoned as tlie 
day of NGro p & “tribiiaicia pcteshuv" does not affect the cases it 
only meant the substitution sif the beginning of the old tribunlcian 
year of the Republic for the actual date of accession, and certainly 
does not involve in ite^f the addition of one to the number of the 
^tribuiiicia potflftai ,T + 
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tlLc dates of (lie ‘'(ids', Tft. P. XI t>.‘Xtll» then carry ua 
on from December, a.b, 04 5, 65-6, 00 7, and so to 07— 
tiie Just o ^completed year of the reign. Is there any m w n 
to suspect a flaw in t Ida apparently simple and uninterrupted 
system ? Hone whatever that I cun gee. The date TR P, XI 
(December, a.h, 04 onwards! is rare ; but as this was exactly 
the point at which the reform of Nero toot place and the 
dntiny passed from the gold and silver to the “nos", this 
rarity need not aurpri-t tut, The date TR. R. XIIIJ occurs 
on a unique sestertius, 1 with rep. S, C. Victory, which 
almost certainly eommetnomtes the victories of Kero in the 
Oxwb gnmeh. As Nero only returned from Greece to E. mc 
early in a.d, OS, this coin should fall into his Inst tribum- 
TO* J o“ r i 'H according to our dating, it does. The date 
TR. P. XV is unknown on coins; on the ordinarily ac¬ 
cepted theory - that Nero in one way or another added ono 
to the normal number of Jiia trihunician yearn—it should, 
of course, occur, 

It may be added that there are no types on the tin dated 
fturei and denarii which do not, refer quite naturally to 
events of a. n, fid raid following years —the date (o which we 
assign them. For example, th'o “Homa” tvpc may have 
been suggested by the gnat fire of July G4 ; tile ‘Halits" 
and "Jui-eiTEB Cistos ‘ refer, almotl certainly, to the con¬ 
spiracy <>f Plso, early th. 

To fiiiin up, the coins show that there was an official 
dating of the regnal years of Kero, presenting no difficulty, 
Li there rM |y BufflcifiHt $videocti to muko us believe, in the 
fue# of this, tbit finch a difficulty exist eel ? Ik it net >si tuplfcst 
tohuijpo^ that the AkteTR* P. VII. COS. I ill for Jammy l f 
a. d. i»0, on tho Annul TaMo m on* of tho&e blunders which 
?"* for It™ ntt common on inscriptions at nil periods of 
ini penal history ? 


P 0 * 8 ®*® 1 «t F. A. Pilfers, Eaq, F.SJt. (Ao,«. CW,„ 
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THE CHRONOLOGY UP THE COINAGE OF 
AXTIOCBU3 LX OF SYRIA. 

[See Plates X, XL] 

Some three years age. during' die third year of the 
war, [ read the Society a paper on the iconography of 
the Syrian king whose mighty hooked nose won him 
the name of Antioch us Grypus. Jn dealing with hin> 
I was compelled to refer very frequently to hie half- 
brother and lifelong rival Antlochus IX Philopator, 
more commonly known as Ant inch us Cyzicenus, and 
promised to deal with his coinage at no very distant 
date. In 1017 and 1913 we had things more important 
to engage our attention than the numismatics of 
Sekucid kings; mid the spare time to take up the topic 
was never granted me by the authorities who bear rule 
in Whitehall. In times less accidented, if no less 
interesting. I have at last found the leisure to redeem 
my promise of May 13. 11116. % the kindness of the 

Keeper of the Coins in the British Museum I am able 
to illustrate the history of the various issues of 
Cyricenus by a series of casts from the national cabinet, 
now once more accessible to the numismatist after Jong 
tarrying in the bowels of the earth, during the unhappy 
days of sandbags and air-raids, which we are now 
doing our best to forget. Tim roil joy of the Armistice 
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of November II IasL p from the point of view of the 
coin-&tudent p wai that it g^vo ns access once more to 
old friends, who bad long remained safe bai in visible 
far below the feet of the pedestrian in London* W.C* 
I am also able to add a few specimens from the Paris 
Cabinet, of which casts were procured for me by the 
kind offices of M, Pieudomn* of the Cabinet des 
M&iailleg, and from my own collection. 

The interest in the iconography of Antiochus Grypus 
was that of tracing Lke development of big features, 
from the comparatively soft and pleasing profile of a 
boy of seventeen to the ragged end formidable outline 
of the war-worn adventurer of forty-six, with the 
all-dominating eagle's beak. In the case of his half- 
brother Cyzicemis the problem is a less simple one, for 
it must be confessed that while any observant eye can 
recognise the features of the Grypns of 12a n.c. 
developed by natural evolution into those of the 
Grypus of 96 u,c. p the same logical process is not 
visible in the of the younger king. If wo had 
not the historical facts and dates before m, we could 
well have imagined that Lhe different issues which 
bear the name BAXJAEIIX ANT IOXO Y * I AGITA¬ 
TO PO£ belonged to two or even to three separate 
princes. In particular there h a group of coins at the 
end of the series which we should never have attribn ted. 
to him, so muoh docs the portrait differ from all the 
rest, if the inscription did not compel us to do so- 
Of this more in its proper place* 

We must first set forth shortly the origins of Antio- 
chns Cysicenus, IIo wag born in 136 i?.c rf the son 
ol Antiochna VII Sidotca and his Egyptian queen 
Cleopatra, who had previously been the wife of Side tee’s 
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elder brother Demetrius IT, and had borne him both 
sons and daughters When Demetrius lost his crown 
and Ins liberty by being taken prisoner in battle by 
the Part h inns. Sidetos appropriated not only the throne 
but the spouse of bis captive brother; lie was master 
nf both for nine years, 138-I2&1 a a Cleopatra bore 
him, so far as wo know, only one child, who received 
the almost inevitable family name of Antioehus, like 
that Otic of his elder hail-brothers, the sons of 
Demetrius II, with whom he was to spend his life in 
contending. When his father Antiochus- Sidetes, after 
many successful campaigns and victorious battles, 
ended hts career by lulling in action in Mesopotamia, 
defeated by the Part Lin ns, the Syrian crown reverted 
once more to Demetrius II r who had escaped fboin 
captivity. The restored exile resumed not only his 
old power but his former wife — Cleopatra re¬ 
mained m queen consort. She was a woman of 
unrestrained ambition, to whom husbands did not 
much matter so long as they wore the Solenoid diadem. 
It would appear that she detested the prince who was 
the companion of the first and third periods of her 
married life—at. any rate there is good authority that 
she contrived, or was a consenting party to, the murder 
of Demetrius, when his political fortunes fall low-, in 
125 e. c. Possibly she preferred Side tea, whose face 
and military record seem to show a much more 
powerful personality than that of the weak and unlucky 
Demetrius. Be this as it may be, it is certain that 
when she resumed her former relations with her first 
husband in 12D u.e. h she sent her son by her second 
husband to be out of harms way; he was only seven 
years of age when ha Wamo an exile, entrusted by 
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hia mother to Mends resident at Cyaicus on the 
Propontis; whence came the name Cyziccims by which 
he is generally known, to distinguish him from his 
half-brother and rival Grypua But this wae a more 
nickname like Sid etas or Bob or Zahina or firypna. 
Official ly, when Ant i och us took a di srli ngu ish i n g n ante i n 
his later years, he called himself Philopator, in memory 
of hig father, a prince of whom any sou might have 
been proud, and a favourable specs me n of a late 
Selencid king. 

We know nothing about the thirteen years which 
the exiled prince spent at Cyricus, where lie seems to 
have resided for the whole time between his seventh 
and his twentieth year, 129 b,c to lift n. c, In the 
first*sis years of this period civil wars in Syria were 
continuous—while Demetrius II and afterwards his 
widow Cleopatra and his son Grypus were contending 
with the usurper Alexander Zubiua, from 129 to 12-L 
Later on, after Gryptia had slain his mother for her 
plots against his life, and reigned alone at Antioch, 
Syria had the last five yeans of domestic peace and 
freedom from civil wars that she was destined to know 
under the Seleuoid dynasty (121-1 Iff me,). It was 
Antioehus of Cyrieus who was destined to bring this 
period of quiet to an end* Gtyptis h&d involved 
himself in an Egyptian war—not, oddly enough, with 
the reigning king Ptolemy Soter II, to whom he was 
allied, but with his divorced sister-wife Cleopatra 
and his younger brother Ptolemy Alexander, who Loth 
were up in arms against the king. There was appa¬ 
rently grave discontent in some parts of Syria against 
Grypus; no doubt the faction that had once supported 
Zabiaa was still in existence p and ill-dbposed towards 
his conqueror. 
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At any rate wp know that in 116 b,c. Syrian malcon- 
tents got into touch both with Ptolemy Alexander and 
Cleopatra, and also with the exiled young Antioch us 
at Oyv.u'Qfl. The latter alleged that emissaries of hia 
halt-brother hud visited his place of refuge and tried 
to poison him—which may «r may not have been true. 

Having raised a small force of mercenaries in Asia 
Minor, Cyzicenus set sail ibr Syria, where (linking up 
the Egyptian and the Syrian civil warai he met and 
married the divorced queen Cleopatra, who brought as 
hur dowry a large body of troops which her brother 
Alexander bad raised for her ill Cyprus. Presumably 
the invaders landed in Phoenicia—what places first 
adhered to them we do not know, perhaps Tyre, 
certainly not Sidou, for we have coins of Gtypus of 
that city dated 197 a.s.. i, e, 115 jj.c., so that it was in 
the elder king’s Lauds as much as a year after the 
first landing of Cyoccnna in 11 fi n.o. On the other 
bund, wo have Si doni an issues of liis rival dated 113 
and 112, of the earliest sort of money which Cyzicenus 
issued, which help us greatly with the iconography of 
the invader. 

The first issue of this prince is undoubtedly that 
which displays him with a very young head, which 
might have belonged to & youth under, rather than 
over, twenty years of age. The pieces of this type arc 
those numbered 1, 3, 3 of Plate X. This, the usual 
regal series, shows him with the title ❖lAOTTATfiP. 
which ho adopted in honour of his long-dead father 
AutiochuB Sidetes, and has on its reverse the standing 
Pallas which had been the regular and well nigh the 
only type of Sidetas. He burl been almost tho first 
.St-loudJ to introduce lhat goddess on the large silver 
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eoina of Syria—earlier kings had preferred Apollo, 
though some of them had figured Zous.Tyehe, Heracles, 
and the Dioscuri.' The portrait on these early telra* 
drachms and copper small change ofCyzicenusscorns to 
range over about five years: those dated after J12 s.c. 
display a somewhat modified physiognomy. The Href, 
type is the portraitof n yotmgman wliom it would not ba 
too strong to describe as about the most silly-looking of 
the whole Soleudd dynasty. He does not display the 
marked aquiline nose of his father Side tea—still less 
the formidable beak of his half-brother Grypus, His 
profile is straight uot .hooked, its main features being 
a very wide open eye with a staring or questioning 
effect, and a fixed smile. Ills chin is heavy, his neck 
thick. He always wears short whiskers, which grow 
in length as his years advance. It will be noted that 
in the coin HO. 1 of the plate they only come down 
level with the lower lip. while in Ho. 3 they extend 
right dowu to t-ho chin. The eapression is anything 
but intelligent: one f.ir'ls that, the young king iijuy 
conceivably have been eager and inquisitive, but that 
he certainly cannot have been clever. That a person 
wiLli such a face should be found at the head of a 
desperate attempt to upset the rule of a well-established 
brother, suggests the deduction that he musL have been 
the tool of Ids advisers and generals, rather than the 
organizer or itwpirer of tho adventure. And this 
conclusion is not inconsistent with the character of 
him given by Diodorus, who says that ho was not 
without courage, and was a great hunter, but that ho 


1 Tfn-re ig a mucins 1<>I jadrichm, however, of Alexander Bab 
it 11 n, ftlutulir “ ■ 
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was frivolous, and far more interested in actors* 
conjuring tricks, find ingenious mechanical toys than 
in affairs of state,® In his later yearn he took to hard 
drill king, a not unnatural result of a Lift full of even 
more vicissitudes than the average of hb unlucky and 
adventurous family. 

The reign of Gyzicenua falls into three periods—the 
firet two shorts p the third much longer, tie landed in 
Syria with his Egyptian wife and his mercenary army 
in 116 g.c* For lour years he waged a progressively 
successful war with Orypus, apparently evicting him 
slowly from Phoenicia and Central SjTia, in 113 n.a 
ho raptured Antioch, but lost it again almost im¬ 
mediately after, the capital having been apparently 
surprised by Grypus during his absence with his main 
army. It was on this occasion that there took place 
the horrid murder of Cleopatra, his wife, by the 
mac hi nation of her sister Trypkoeua, the wife of liia 
rival, which I had occasion to mention when dealing 
with the history of Grypon, Whether in consequence 
of the general disgust caused by this atrocity, or for 
purely military reasons, Cyzicenus recovered Antioch 
almost immediately after, and had the poor satisfaction 
of putting to death hi a wife's murderess. Not only did 
he retake the capital at this tiino^ but he succeeded in 
driving i frypns completely out of the country. After 
losing tmt only Syria but Cilicia also, the elder king 
had to take refuge among the pirates of Aspetidus, on 
the southern coast of Aria Minor—not far from the 


* An Mr. Benin fZ/mwi? of &l<ti<ru* r jj. 2SE) this 

aoumb like the de^ription of many Itriiim princes fifjtho List 
gemimlion. 
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Side where Ills uncle Aiuiochus Sidetes had found 
harbourage in eiilo twenty years before. 

Cyzicemis was now for over two years. J13-12-11 n. c., 
master of the whole remnant of the Syrian empire, 
save the single seaport of Soleuela, which held out 
obstinately in th& name of the vanquished Cray pus. 
These two years were the test of the character of the 
victor—with victory in his hands would be be able to 
reorganize the distraught and war-worn state of which 
he had become the complete master? The test went 
completely wrong—Cyzicenoa proved incapable of hard 
work, frivolous, unable and unwilling to settle down 
to the dull routine of administration, a trifler who 
cared more for plays and banquets than for the 
responsibilities of power. In these two years he had 
completely disgusted his subjects, and when tirvpus 
landed again in Sj’ria with a mercenary army. Antioch 
and great, part Ql the northern provinces promptly 
went over to him. Cyzicecms had to fall back on the 
south, where Coele-Syria anti Phoenicia still adhered 
to him: apparently he made Damascus Ills head¬ 
quarters. 

mat were the coins of the middle years ofCyzieenus, 
112-111 b,c, ? I had supposed three years ago, when 
1 was studying the money of his rival, that to these 
years of his complete possession of the whole Soleucid 
dominions belonged two abnormal series, that with the 
reverse which represents the Pyre of Sandau, the 
special mintage of Tarsus, and the other whose type is 
not the regular standing Pallas, which was hU usual 
device, but the same seated figure of Zens which is 
t^iind on all the later money ofGiypus, and on most of 
thafcof the subsequentki ug* -Seleucus VI, Anlioohus X, 
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A ut iodine XI T and Philip* I am constrained to give 
up much of tlii h theory on further consideration, for 
two reasons. The first and the more important is that 
wo possess dated ooim of these years 113-12-11 a.a t 
and that the portrait on them is still very young- 
looking, like that of the earlier issues of the civil war 
period, i IG to 113 b.c.. Three such pieces may bo noted 
on the plate of ill ustratious—one (X. &J of Sidon, 
dated X, the SHOth Seleudd year, Le. 113 fs.c.j the next 
(X. 4) dated 201 a s ,, i,e* 111 u.c., and of that mint 
with a peculiar monogram which Professor Gardner, 
in his Coins of the Seltwid Kings, calls Syeaniina, 
but which {following Mr< Rogers) I suspect to be the 
more important town of Soy thopolia Ln Galilee. Both 
stiJI show the very boyish face and the small whisker 
which belong equally to the coinage of Cyzicenu&'u 
earliest years. To thorn we may add a third piece 
(X_ 8), also of a Phoenician mint, dated i.e. Seteucid 
year 206 = 106 n.o. t which shows that as late as that 
year Cyzicenua still wore whiskers only* The coins 
of Tarsus there tore with a small beard (e, g> X, B) 
are not earlier than 1GG b. c. and cannot belong to 
Cyzmenuafs first occupation of that city. The second 
series which I had wrongly attributed to 1 13-1 11 b c., 
that with the seated Zeus, has a portrait unlike both of 
the k summed series. It gives the king with a shaven 
fhee of a more elderly type, with a full heavy jaw. I am 
driven to the conclusion that Cyziceuus in his last 
years took to the razor, after having worn whiskers 
as a boy and a short beard as a young man. Of this 
more hereafter, when WO discuss his later reign. 

Meanwhile wo must note that Antioch us IX, after 
losing Cilicia and Antioch and being driven into 
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Coele-Syria in 111 b,c, had still many yeans of life 
and war Wore him. Ho was strong enough, despite 
his faults, or perhaps we should rather bay that Lis 
faction was strong enough, to keep up the struggle 
against Lis half-brother. It lasted tor no .less than 
bitcen years lunger, though for mu eh of the time the 
war was not active, and there was a tacit if not a 
formal true*. Josephus says that the two kings left 
each other practical ty done, 1 like at Lie to who having 
faih-J to bring each other down by strength, are yet 
ashamed to retire, and protract their match with long 
brettihing-timog and rests + , 

We are able to mark the change in Cyzicenus's 
personal appearance, during this time of the second 
civil war, by the hint that, although the majority of 
his later coins show no dates, yet exceptional ones 
display them—Iffo, 7 on Plate X is dated with the 
Seleticid year HZ, i.e. JOi b,c- It show's ns that by 
this year the king had developed his whiskers into 
a sin all bushy beard completely enmonmduig his chin. 
T his is a very scarce coin, with a typo hitherto unknown 
on the Seleuaid coinage, a standing Tyche with rudder 
and cornucopias. The two Demctrii Jong years before 
had favoured a seated figure of the same goddess* but 
novar a standing figure- From this crucial coin wo 
may deduce that, ol Cyziet-miss quite common tetra- 
dntchuis with the standing Pallas, those with a short " 
complete beard belong to the years about 104 o.a* 
while tho more nu morons cl ess'with a more developed 
beard and older features belong to the later years about 
103-93 n.r. With the Tyche coin must bo placed 
rut equally rare T a 1 ansiot. totradraehjii showing 
exactly the same beard and portrait (X. B}> 
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Of the Inter Pallas tetrad rachms two are shown tn 
Plate XI, Nos. I and a. Tlt€*j may easily bo differentiated 
from the earlier issues with the same reverse, sack as 
X 1, 2, and 3, not only by the growth of the It Lug's facial 
hair and the older features, but by the fact that the Pallas 
on the reverse is much more lumpy and badly drawiq 
and the inscription less neat, being in larger letters of 
the *■ nailed 1 style, like those of the latest Seleucid 
kings in the first century uo. Occasionally these late 
coins of Cy idee mis have the king's hair drawn in a very 
ill-kempt and untidy way, giving the impression that 
he had not paid proper attention to his toilet after 
one of his habitual drink i ng bo ate. But the two 
chosen for Illustration are not marked in this way— 
ho is quite ramenably tidy* The series must obviously 
range all the way from D.c. 104, when we definitely 
find him with a tull beard* down to nearly the end of 
his reign. 

Somewhere in these years, and preferably towards 
the earliest of them, we must insert the second set of 
Tarsus coins with the reverse showing the Altar of 
Sancton, of which a specimen is given in XI. a, The 
face on them is too middle-aged and the beard too 
well developed to make it possible, as I had once 
supposed, to allot them to the period of the reign of 
Cyricenua US-111 B.c.,when he was in possession of 
Tarsus during the complete expulsion of Grypus from 
the Solenoid reatnn This indisputable fact brings uk 
up against one of the rnaiijr gaps in our knowledge of 
tlie annals of tli& Later Seleucid kingdom, ibr there 
is unfortunately no historical record of Gyzicemis 
having recovered possession of Cilicia and Tarsus at 
any date in the long civil wars of 111-93 b.c. We 
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muat, however, suppose that some lucky expedition 
must have placed them in his hands For a certain time 
close to 104 e.c.—without any notice of it being 
taken by Appiau, Josephus, or any other historian. 
Xow if Cyrieenus had possession of Tarsus forsome time 
diiring these years, it is hardly conceivable that he did 
not get possession of Antioch also, tor Cilicia cannot 
be ovemm unless Northern Syria is first in the hands 
of the invader, I am constrained therefore to put into 
the same year or yearn as tho striking of the coins 
with the Pyre of Sandan, a fairly numerous class of 
totradrnchrosofCj'Siicentis which shows him bearded, as 
on the 1 irsiot coins, and bears the large mint-mark A 
which seems at this Lime to be a distinctive mark of 
the Antiochene mint. j?o, l in Plato SI is one of 
Lhem. All these coins, with Cyzicenus’s usual reverse- 
typo of the standing Pallas and the large A, have a 
full beard, and cannot therefore belong to the titno 
when Cyzicenus first held Antioch in 113-111 n c., 
because he had not grown a beard, but wan s it'll 
whiskered even as late as the year = 106. 

Mr. Newell, in his new book on tho Mint of 
Antfodi, which reached my hands alter I had written 
this pajier, shows reasons for thinking that a third 
seizure ot Antioch by Cyzicenus may have taken 
place about 109-Kit! u.c. f using ns his main evidence 
an inscription put up by Grypus at Seleucia in 
the last-named year, which seems to allude to a 
recent rssconqnest by him of North Syria. I think 
this date a little early and should prefer 106-105: for 
the features of Cjziqmuis on some of these Antiochene 
coins look to me a little older than we might Lave been 
expecting. That they are not later than 10J, however, 
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seems rendered probable b y Josephus, xiiL 12-13, 
chapters that prove that, by that year, Cyincenus 
waft again iu no condition to make expeditions far 
afield, being much vexed in Coele-Syrla by tb& growing 
power of the Jaws, who took Samaria, the southern 
outpost of Syro-Hellenlsm, in I0& f and ScythopoliB, 
the key of Galilee, a little later* So weak had the 
Solenoid power grown in the south that in 104-103 b, a 
Ptolemaie and Gaza sought succour against the Jewish 
king Alexander Jan miens from the hands of Ptolemy 
Soter, not from their native sovereign- The Tarsiot 
and Tycho tetradradunB the retore would aeem to toll 
in all probability about 106 104 

Apparently the last chance of Cyziceuus to recover 
Northern Syria only came w hen in 06 n c. his rival 
Grypus was murdered by his commander-m-chiof 
Iloradeon of llerrhoea, who thsn made it grasp at the 
Solenoid crown, but failed, like another ambitious 
minister—Tryphon— in an earlier generation, to keep it. 
But on Gry pus's murder hia half-brother took advantage 
of the confusion to invade Northern Syria, and to 
capture Antioch and undoubtedly Tarsus also* At the 
same tune Gry pus's widow Selene fell into his hands, 
and apparently not unwillingly: at any rate sho 
consented to marry him. She was the sister both of 
his first wife Cleopatra and of Cleopatraa murderess 
Queen Tryphaens, and can hardly have been much 
under forty at the time," 

To this 3 ^ar T as I aid driven to conclude, we must 
assign the altogether abnormal issue of tetradracking, 
drachms, and copper of Antiochua Oyzicenus, both at 
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Antioch anti at Tarsus, with an elderly taco bat a 
completely shaven clii a. Did he perchance skavo to 
celebrate his marriage with Selene? Tho lady had 
owned two husbands before, each of them with a 
smooth chin—conceivably sho disliked beards. At 
any rate we have Lo accept the fact that most of these 
i unit a are struck at Antioch, since they bear ns reverse 
the great statuo of Zeus seated, which had been 
employed before by Antloclms IV and V, Alexander I 
and II, and now for the last fifteen years by Dry pus 
himself, who had regularly used tho type since Ids 
return from exile in 111 b.c. There can be no doubt 
about the money being that of Cyssieeuns—no other 
late Seleucid king was called simply Philopator, tho 
title displayed on all this issue. And if we try to deduct 
tho beard from the latest Pallas-reverse coins of 
Cyzicenua, the upper part of the face, t he nose, and 
staring widely opened eye are fairly in correspondence 
with the new issue. I do not think the king's appear¬ 
ance was much improved by his shave—if he had 
before looked rather untidy, ho now looked very heavy, 
"jowly", and stupid—as witness the coins 4, 5, 0 f 
1, 3 of Plate XX It will be noted that while the 
tetrad inch ms and the copper give the seated Zeus as 
tjP e ( a neat little drachm with tho same portrait (XI, 7 ) 
has the nlanding Tycho, which we have already scan 
eight years before on the very rare tetradrachin of 
(he year HZ. The other drachm is Taraiot, and 
shows Sandan nat, as usual* on his pyre [XI. 4], 
Presumably the drachm XI 7 is not of Antiochene 
mintage, but struck at the same town that issued 
the Tycho coins of i(>4 ji.e. Of the specimens shown 
the second tetmdrachm, XI. 0 , ia from the British 
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Museum, and the first, with tho Tarsiot type of the 
Pyre of Sandan, is from Paris, XI. 5. The drachm, 
XL 4, belong* to Mr. Rogers, 

Cyzicemu only survived his capture of Antioch and 
his second marriage for a year. In 95 d o. the sons of 
Grypus rallied their father's party, and renewed the 
interminable civil war that had raged since 116 s.c. 
Tho oldest prince, Seleucua, assumed the diadem, and 
tins title of Epipbnnos Nicator: several cities fell away 
to him at once. Had Cyzieeniia been drinking too 
deep, or displaying again the frivolity of his youth ? 
At any rate ho could not keep what he had won. Rut 
never destitute of courage, he marched out against his 
nephew, brought him to a general action, was beaten 
and was slain, Josephus says that be fell olive into 
the hands of the enemy, and was at onco killed. 
Eusebius alleges that his horsw run away with him into 
the hostile lines, and that he stabbed himself when 
surrounded rather than surrender. At any rata he 
suffered at the age of forty-one the usual fate of his race. 
His rival Grypus had perished in his forty-seventh year. 
No Sole tie id king had died a natural death since 
Antiochos IV in 1 f>f n o, and in the intervening sixty- 
nine yen vs ten monarobs of the house bad ruled in Syria. 

Nor did the slaughter cease now. Sckncua VI was, 
like the uncle whom he had vanquished, to reign at 
Antioch for a single year only—he was dead by 
violence ere 1>1 d o. was out, alter having suffered 
a crushing defeat at the hands of Cyaicemis's son 
and heir Antiochus Eusebes Philopator, who took 
up at once the leadership of bis dead father’s party. 
The rivalry of the two brothers Antiochus Sidetes 
and Demetrius Nicator was to extend to the third 
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generation, anti to consummate the min of the once- 
great Syrian kingdom. 

NOTS OJf THE IL LUST EAT I OS'S. 

In Fiats X, Nos. l H 4, 5, 8 Lire from the Oritiah Mttteotn* 

No. 8 fro eii the Paris Cabinet. 

Nt>Jh 2 a H r 1 from my Own fftbiiiti 
In Vhiiv XI, No*l 1 p S F 8 are from the British 
No 5 from the Paris Cabinet 
Nos, 2 P 7 from m_v own cabinet- 
No. 4 from the cabinet of Btfr* K. Rogera* 

C. On A S. 
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SOME FURTHER NOTES ON THE COINS 

OF CHIOS, 

The dispersion of the late Sir Hermann Weber's 
collection and the recent sale in Paris of the Talbot 
Ready collection of Greek coins have provided me 
with a little new material which I feel it my duty to 
put before the readers of the Numismatic Chronicle. 

The opportunity of inspecting the Weber coins once 
more Las enabled me to clear up the doubt attaching 
to the name UvQuit (see Period X+ typo No, 71, Nttm* 
Ckron.t 1917, pp. 219 and 239) + 

The coin there described as bearing this name, now 
in my collection, is not in very good preservation, and, 
Kir IL Weber having read the magistrate’s name els 
HV0IOI. I had followed Ilia reading without ^ni- 
ticiently testing its accuracy. For this I wish to 
express my regret, partly mollified though it is by the 
satisfaction that I feel at the disappearance of the 
unlikely-looking Ui/6ios from the list of Chian magis¬ 
trates. 

The letters actually visible on the coin arc -Y©lfL, 
and it is now clear to me that they should be restored 
as TlYeiniNL This name has already been identified 
on two coins attributed to the type referred to above 
(see also Supp. to the coins of Chios, Xum. Chron H 
1918, p. 78), and the present piece agrees with them in 
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all particulars except that the Sphinx does not rake 
its farther foresaw over the bunch of grapes. Similar 
varieties of obverse dies are to bo found among the 
issues of other magistrates belonging to this period, 
e.g. MHNoAUPol of type No. 71, AloAflPo! of 
type No. 72, and AEKMoX of typo No, 73. 

It would have Iwen better on the whole if these 
coins with HvBlaar had been included among those of 
type No. 75, since the relief is higher than that 
particularly characterizing typo No. 71, and the O. as 
in XIOX, is of the same size as the other letters. This 
only exemplifies the difficulty of trying to classify the 
varied issues of the first century n.c., to which 1 drew 
attention when describing the coins of Period X. 

I was fortunate enough to secure a small lot of 
Phinn* from tbe Ready sale. No, 453 of Messrs. 
Feuardent Fibres' catalogue, among which are tbe two 
following unpublished varieties. 

1. Period VIII, 334-190 u*c. Type No. 5(5 y, (See Xkm. 
CArm, 1913, p. 2S3 and PL x. 4). 

Ohc. —3{ihinx of good style seated L on plain exergiial 
line, wing curled in convcntionaliy-c-d manner. 
In front of it small bunch of grapes. 

Jfcv..—Amnhom with narrow neck and pointed tip 
Ulween NIKOMH.AHXj r. and XloX 1. 
Incuse circle. 

JE. 10 75 mm* Wt 5fl*SgraiftH(3'Sl grammes)* 

As will be seen, by consulting Lhe list given on 
pp. 73-3 of Nuuu Chro n. p 191$, tills magistrate’* name 
is a new one, and the restoration suggested seems 
practically certain. 

From tbs style of tbe lettering, which is small and 
neat like that of the earlier classes of this type, 
Kg. 56 a and ,/S P and the incuse circle r not previously 
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observed on coins pf No. 36 y. it would appear that 
NiKOjirjSt}? lield an earlier term of office than the live 
or six other magistrates attributed by me to the last- 
named class. 

2 Period IX. 190-133 (?) Type No. fiS (See Xum. 
Chnm., 101S, pp. 312-13 and 315, mid PL si. UL) 

—Sphinx of inferior &Lyi& mited L on plain 
extfrgusd line mid holding up hunch of grapes 
in further forepaw Wing curled in mUui'alistic 
manner, hair rolled, l he tail hears a tuft, mid 
the bread is indicated. Border of dots, 

—Lung thin amphora with XHNoiioToX r. 
and XI OX L (letfc-ra with ls apices No 
symbol, The whole in viin^ wreath tied blow 
showing leaves ami tendrils. No truce of 
concave field. 

AL 18*50 mm. Wh 57 ft grains {3-73 gramma). 

Attic drachm. 

Although not uew t like that on the last coin, the 
magistrate's name pu this one is of oven greater 
interest, since it supplies one of the very rare links 
that exist between the Alexandrine tetr&dradima and 
the Attic drachms of Chios, ZtipqSotqs having already 
been noted on cue of the funner in the British 
MuMmn collection (jVmm. Citron*, 1*116, p. 307). 

The style of this coin in its broader aspect, the dis¬ 
positions, and the u apices Tp and I of the lettering are 
all in agreement with the issues that I have selected 
os the con temporaries of the Alexandrine tetra drachms 
{ Muller's Class VL Some slight differences between 
the coins than described and the present one—the 
raised lorep&w of the Sphinx, for instance, and the 
more florid typo of vine-wreath on the reverse—would 
necessitate the creation of a new sub-type. No, 63 y h 
if it were thought desirable to continue my original 
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arrangement. This would also IiEtve the effect of 
moving up the single coin forming type No. 66 a to 
the same place. It is struck from the same obverse 
die as the coin now unde? discussion, and the wreath 
on its reverse is probably of the same type also 1 
intermediate, that is to say, between those of types 
No. 63 a and Nos, 66 jS and 67* This is apparent from 
the better preserved reverse of the now coin* No 
disarrangement in the general sequence would bo 
entailed,since typo No.66a was the immediate successor 
of No. 63 ft among drachms. In fact the disco very of 
the present drachm confirms the position in the series 
already assigned to the one with AN&PnNAS f though 
it also fixes a more precise terminus ad quern fox it 
than was possible before. 

In addition to the above, the lot from the lioady 
sale included two specimens of type No, 62 a that, have 
been struck over the previous bronze issue, type No. 56 
(see Nam. Chran., 1916, pp. 299-800 and 309-10), 
They bear the names HPoZTPAjToE j and OEPEHE. 
and on the reverse of the former the letters Af ~ - and 
the neck of the old amphora are visible above the N 
of the new inscription. These are presumably the two 
first letters of the name AfTEAHX recorded under 
type No, 56 a. It seems worth while to draw attention 
to Lheae o verst ruck coins on account of ihair rarity* 
and besides, I have not so far been able to decipher 
any magistrate's name or part of such name upon any 
of them with the exception of H PI A[ AlNoI J as recorded 
p. 266 of Xunt. ChrQn+i ID 16* 
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ORIGINS OF THE IMPERIAL COINAGE IN 
REPUBLICAN TIMES* 

That the Roman Empire, thanks to the conservatism, 
genuine or feigned, of its founder, borrowed all, or 
Almost all, its institutions from the Roimm Republic, 
is a fuct so ianuliar to-day to students of Roman history 
as to be almost a truism. Julius Caesar was capable of 
bold innovation and defiance of tradition; Augustus 
strove consistently to mask reform with constitutional 
precedents. The office of Emperor itself-—in essentials 
little removed from the first from an autocracy—'waa p 
in form, a compound of various powers already familiar 
to the* Republic—the ^tribunicia potestasthe 

iuiperium F± of the general abroad* some part of the 
authority of the Consul in Rome. 

It is r then, not without good reason that we look 
back to the Republic for the sources of the Imperial 
system of coinage* expecting to hud it no new creation 
of Augustus* but the direct successor of some Republican 
institution* 

Yes, the reader may say, this is all very true, but 
rather obvious: the Republic had had for centuries an 
established ay stem of coinage in Romo, an d, doubtless, 
the Imperial system is immediately derived from that. 
But it is jusL here that the real point of interest 
lies. The Imperial system ia not in the direct line of 
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descent from Ehe Senatorial* Authorities of weight, 
it i=> true, hove maintained that It was; Grtieber, 
fid I owing Do Satis, has traced the beginning of 
Augustus's Imperial coins go to a decree of the .Senate 
passed in 30 n.o* (not mentioned in history) conferring 
on hi in the right to coin gold and silver with his 
portrait in Kome: Mommsen made 15 b»ul the decisive 
year—the year in which Augustus finally took over 
coinage in gold and silver from the Senate, leaving 
that body the coinage in "ass 1 '* Full justification of 
a new theory is therefore required, and will, I trust, bo 
found later in this paper. But against the theories 
quoted above I may urge at once (1) against Grubber’s 
—that the decree of the Senate in 30 n,o. is simply 
inferred and rests on no historical evidence, and that 
the coinage of Augustus, except for the small scries 
bearing moneyers’ names and certainly struck in Rome, 
shows no connexion of style with the Senatorial j 
(2) against Mommsen’s—that the mum "fact" on 
which he hasp's his theory the end of the coinage of 
gold and silver and the beginning of the coinage of 
“aes 11 by the moneyed in 15 —has si nee been 

conclusively disproved* The moueyeia started to issue 
,r aes in 23 met, - f they continued to issue gold and 
silver down to 13 n. c. The whole theory p then, needs 
to be thoroughly re-examined. 

It is not, I believe, in the Senatorial mint of Rome 
that we have to seek the origins oi the Imperial 
currency. It is certainly unlikely that it was a 
creation entirelyde novo'Wo have B then T to inquire 
^hat other forms ot coinage were known to the 
Roman Republic and whether they have any bearing 
on our problem. The answer lies near to bund, but it 
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may ho of interest and value to give it in some detail- 
From a very early period—per Imp* from the very 
beginning of silver coinage at Rome in mo. 
money was Issued by the Romans, 11 extra mures , at 
various local mini a in Italy. These issues, indistin¬ 
guishable in typo from the city issues, bear distinguish- 
log mint-murks. They were probably designed mainly 
for military purposes—when ft Oman armies wore 
Operating at a distance from Rome and could best be 
supplied from a local mint, such os. for example, 
Lneeria. The Romano-Campftnian issues of an earlier 
period, contemporary with the “ Aes Grave'. were 
probably similar in character, though, in the absence 
of a mint for silver at Rome, their local character was 
far more pronounced. The issues, bearing mintrmarks 
jaf towns, only last over quite a short period, about 
240-217 b.c. ; but, oven after their cessation, there are 
varieties of style and fabric in Roman silver which 
lead Boiuo authorities to postulate local minting in 
Italy down to as late a period as the Social War. 
This is the view of Do Sal is, admirably set out in 
detail in Gnieber’s Catalogue, and, though it may not 
be accepted in full by all critics, it will probably be 
agreed that local issues were not entirely unknown 
even Ln the second century ».C- But there is one 
feature in this coinage which mast never be forgotten. 
Although probably it primarily served military pur¬ 
poses, it was struck, so far ns we can gather from the 
evidence available, under the authority ul the Senate , 
it was not struck by the general in the field in his own 
right. And in till the foreign campaigns of the second 
century, the wars in Spain and Africa, the struggles 
with Philip and PviseusofMtmetlon and with Antioehua 
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of .Syria, no Roman denarii were struck abroad for the 
line of tilt? legions. This shows how very jealously tho 
Senate guarded the right of coinage, and how unwilling 
it was to allow magistrates to share in it. It is, 
incidentally, a Hat contradiction of the theory stated 
by Mommsen 14 that the general—dictator, consul, 
praetor, proconsul,proquaestor, or plain IMPEEATOR 
—had, its a direct consequence of the lAlPEXilUM with 
which he was in vested, the right to strike coins and 
could exorcise that rights through his quaestor or his 
proquaestor, over the entire extent of the provinces 
under hia authority". Mommsen himself can quote 
no evidence for his view' earlier than 83 b,c,, and it is 
only for the period attar that date, and then only w ith 
certain qualifications, that we can admit ifc to be true. 
Mommsen had an intellectual passion for the broad 
generalization, which he Indulged at times further 
than strict historical evidence could justify. We must, 
then, emphasize the fact, that not before S3 b.cl have 
wo any evidence of a Roman Iinpomtor, in virtue 
of his Imperimu, striking coins for his troops. 

I^et us next examine tits conditions under which 
coinage by the Imperator actually dues ^tart. 

Certain examples are: 

(\ Annin# Lmcus in Spain, circ. Hif m n c, t in the 
w ar against Serterius, He strikes as PRQCGS. t lirough 
his quaestors, L. FABIYS and C. TARGlvITIVS, by 
Senatorial authorization— EX S C. 

C- Valerius Flaccm, hi Gaul, eirc, K2 na (or, con¬ 
ceivably, in Spain a few yars earlier),as JMRERATOR 
^EX S C. Ka quaestor named* 

L. Sulla, in the East, dm. S2-H1 u*cl t an IMRER. 
fTERVbt, no quaestor named, and as JM + through his 
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proqn aerator L. MANLIVS; and in the Eas Loire, 81 b.c. m 
an DICTATOR, through Lis quaestor A- MANLIVS, 
No EX S C 

Q* Caeeiliw Met&Uw Piua t in Spain, circ. 78 b.c m as 
IMPERATOR. No mention of quaestor. No EX S C 

EVu Pompeii tr Magnus ; as PROCOS. Xo quaestor 
named. No EX S C. Date and place of minting 
uncertain (66 B,c.’or 61 n.a? r probably in the East), 

Mommsen, believing, as lie does, in the lull right of 
the Imperator to strike money, finds the EX S C 
on the coinage of Luscus and Elaceus rather surprising, 
and conjectures that its presence there h simply due 
to the fact that Sulla insisted on exceptional regard 
being paid to Lis restored Senate, I think it more 
reasonable to accept it m a perfectly natural pheno¬ 
menon at the beginning of this new class cf coinage 
These earliest issued bear the mark of Senatorial 
authorization?—the Senate, while tolerating the inno¬ 
vation, still insists oil its supreme right over all Roman 
coinage. If Sulla, striking at* IMPERATOR ITEftVM 
in the East, omitted the EX S C. this is fully accounted 
for by the fact that he held no official relations with 
the Senate of the time—was in fact, strictly speaking, 
a rebel. In the later issues, however, there h no 
EX S C T and it must be admitted that the Senate's 
right of control was soon disputed, and. once removed, 
never restored. This is sorely an illustration of the 
general tendency of the later Republic—the tendency 
for the general to emancipate himself from Senatorial 
control and assume rights unknown to a Scipio or 
a Fbminmna. 

It was at this stage cf development that the Civil 
War between Caesar and Pompey broke out—the 
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right of coinage by the IinporaLor in the provinces, 
independently of the Senate, being recognised, but 
Only occasionally exercised. The Civil Wilts allowed 
a full and rapid development! to the now tendencies. 
With the flight, to the East, the Senate's held over 
coinage broke down almost entirely. On the Senatorial 
aide, vve find, before Phnraalia, coinage of the Consuls 
of 4£) a,a with, Q (Quaestor) on the reverse (Eastern 
joint), and of Q. Sicinius Ulrir and C. Coponius pr„ 
with S C (Eastern mint), and again of the OoiihuIh of 
4U il<3h (Sicily). The coinage is exceptional, but still 
follows the constitutional precedents of the Roman mint. 
After PhaimlLa, however, the whole ooiiiEige is of the 
new ib military" type — compare the various issues of 
Q. Metellvs Pivs Seipio as IMP. in Africa, alone 
or through his legates, P Liciaius Drafisus Ium&nus 
and M* Epps us (47—46 u c.)„ of M, Porcius Cato as 
PRO PR r (affiEorff3 in Africa (same date), of On, and 
Sextus Pompeyas IMPERATORES in Spam (46— I 4 b. o.). 
There is no allusion to the Senate among the Senate's 
own supporters. 

On the opposing side, Caesar, as wo might expect, 
struck, in his own right, in Gaul r Spain, Africa, and 
the East, His normal title on these coins is simply 
Caesar; ho was Imperator, nn doubt, but he waa also 
something more than the ordinary general, some¬ 
thing that was best expressed by the use of his bare 

iLLlTli e , 

At Rome, where he found the Senatorial mint, with 
all its traditions, in existence, bis procedures was some- 
what different: 

(I) He issued his first silver through special officers 
of his own. hut soon restored that coinage to the 


ORIGINS "F THE ttmatlAL COINAGE. 227 

rflgultn Illviri in >H b,c. Lc incrsHs^d the uuiuber 
to four. 

[2) Ha struck gold in Rome through his own special 
officers j the earliest pieces bear thejjmne CAESAR 
alone, 

0) In 44 b,o, the Senate authorized bun to place 
Ids portrait on the coinage. He was the tirst living 
Honnin to enjoy this honour—an honour that implied 
a fatal breach with pure Republican tradition. 

W He gave potto at the mint to slaves of his own 
(" monetae peculiars servos praeponuifc ".—Suetoning, 

Caesars death leaves ns, however, in other points, 
uncertain as to his precise intentions; the evidence 
available suggests Lhat Jia intended to bring the mint 
under his own control and virtually substitute a per- 
Sonal for a Republican coinage, 

'1 he death of Caesar gave a brief respite to the dying 
Republic. Silver was issued raider Republican forms 
by the IJIIviri of the mint, and gold, first by PR- 
pnwfecti (?praefecti urbisj, later by the III fviri. But 
the position of Murk Antony in the State was danger¬ 
ously near that held by Caesar; one of the moneyed of 
44 b.c. actually placed Antony’s portrait on the coins. 
And, when the quarrel of tho Senate with Antony 
finally ended in the establishment of the triumvirate 
of Antony, Octavius, and Lepidus, Republican liberties 
were once more in a parlous plight. For the year 
42 B.o, a compromise at the mint was arrived at: the 
lour muneyena struck in gold and silver partly with 
heads of the triumvirs as obverses, partly with purely 
Republican types. The only other moueyetB assign¬ 
able to this period, Q. Voconius Vilnius and Ti. 
Sempronius Gracchus, omit all reference to Antony 
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and Ltpidus and show only the portrait of Octavian, 
Their coinage would secin to belong to a period of 
estrangement between Gctavian and his colleagues— 
probably 41-40 i*,c (Perasine War). 

After this the Senatorial mint of Rome for gold 
and silver closed for a long period, only to reopen 
once more for a short spell, tire* 17-13 b.o. tip dor 
Augustus, The personal coinage, inaugurated by Caesar 
and continued by the triumvirs, tailed to establish 
itself in Rome. But the Senate was unable to reassert 
its rights ; coinage passed for the time to tins 
provinces* where it followed the precedents of the 
military coinages of the preceding generation. 

Let us turn to the provincial coinage of the period, 
lie fore the formation of the triumvirate* Lepldus* 
Antony! and Octavian all struck ns fMRERATORES, 
in Gaul and probably in camp in Italy. After its 
formation, coinage divides into two main streams: 

(l J Coinage of the nivirs themselves, who act as the 
supreme authority in the portions of the Roman world 
severally assigned to them, issued by them directly 
without mention of any suherdinate, or, by delegation.* 
through their legates. The minor authorities who 
superin tended the coinage, the quaestors, are some¬ 
times mentioned* sometimes not. This coinage is of 
iho same general character as that of the Imperator 
already discussed. The one difference is that the 
11 Ivir stands one degree higher than the Impsratores 
coining under his auspices. The Illvirs claim the 
obverse for their own portrait* but oiteu associate* 
with their own, portniiis of their colleagues or of 
members of their family on the reverse (ef. portraits 
ot L. Antonins, brother, JL Antonins, son* Oct&via, 
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wife, on coins nf Mark Antony). They naturally issue 
their coins within their sphere of government— 
Antony in Gaul and then in the East. Octaviau in 
Gaul, Africa (?), and Italy (?), Lepidus in Africa. In 
Keeking to determino mints, we must admit the 
possibility of coinage actually within the camp (the 
11 eastrensis moneta" of Lucan, X. 380). Of the issues 
of Octavian assigned by Grtiebor to Gaul, a part at 
least, 1 believe, wos struck in Italy ‘‘extra mures” 
at Octaviaus military head-quarters, The same is 
possibly true of some of the issues of Antony. 

(2) The other stream is represented by the coinage 
of opponents of the triumvirs who struck as I iq pern- 
tores on their own authority. The tyrannicides 
Urntus and Cassius in the East struck on the same 
model os the Illvirs — as commanders-in-chief, with 
legates subordinate to them. Like the IHvm they 
assumed the right of portraiture. The defenders of 
constitutional government had, iu fact, developed the 
new theories of coinage us far as had the usurpers 
themselves. Sextus Pompey, similarly, issued hie own 
coins, personally and through his legate, Q. Nasidins. 
Where we find a plain I rape re tor coining, it is a 
man like Ahenobarbua or Murcus, who is temporarily 
out of touch with the triumvirs and playing for hig 
own hand. 

The main point of importance that emerges from 
our inquiry is that the old system of coin ago was 
entirely in abeyance and left the field to the *• military ” 
coinage of the provinces, with which we first became 
acquainted in 83 u.c. Thin “military '’ coinage has 
advanced a whole stage in its development; the Illvir, 
virtually an autocrat, combines under his one authority 
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the coinage? of Impenitorcs over a large district. 
The portrait of tile IlXfir tends to monopolize the 
obverse. The coinage ij% in fact* essentially Imperial, 
not Republican; but there are still rivals for the 
supreme authority and their power La not yot settled 
on a permanent constitution ad basis. 

Such were the conditions with which Augustus had 
to deal, when Act in m gave hiio the mastery over the 
Homan world* On w'hat lines was he to solve the 
problem of oomoge? 

{a) Was he to revive the Senatorial mint of Rome 
as the main source of supply for the world ? It was 
a possible solution, but Augustus, as we know, did not 
accept it* He probably considered the right, of coinage 
in the precious metals too important a one to relin¬ 
quish* He must have felt that h# had done enough, 
when he placed the restored - 1 aesc M coinage of j£3 b.c* 
onwards under Senatorial super vision. The coinage 
of the money ers in gold and silver fdre. 17-13 n.c<) 
looks like an experiment on a small scale, and it was 
never repeated. 

it) Was he to replace the Senatorial by a great 
central Imperial mint of Rome? This was, in a souse, 
the natural solution ; Caesar, we have seen,, appears to 
have aimed in that direction, and his successors ended, 
in this point as in many others, by following his lead. 
Ihit Augustus did not take it. There is strong reason 
to believe that, of his gold and siIver T only that part 
which bears moncyers" names was struck in Rome. 
Mnuy scholar^ I know, will find it very difficult to 
accept this denial of what has till recently been taken 
matter oi fact. But, when it is fully realized that 
there is no evidence of an Imperial mint of Rome 
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under the reigns of Augustus and Tiberius, that, on 
the other hand, there is direct evidence of Imperial 
mints in the provinces—notably, the great mint of 
Lugdunum from about Ifi n.n. onward—a ml that there 
are good reasons to show why Augustus should have 
avoided Home and chosen provincial mints in prefer¬ 
ence, it will, I believe, in the end be generally admitted 
that what at first sight appeared probable is in this 
instance not tho actual truth* Augustus, I suggest, 
did not centmihto his coinage at. Rome - 

(1) Because he wished not to offend conservative 
sentiment by an exercise of the right of coinage, 
which be held as Imperator in Rome itself, where bis 
military Imperiuin was in abeyance. To have closed 
the Senatorial mint was enough of a blow to consti¬ 
tutionalists* 

(B) Because he found Ln existence a system of coinage 
which, without any new reibrju* could easily bo adapted 
to the needs of the Empire, Augustus resigned his 
exceptional powers as triumvir, but the special 
Iinpcrium granted him gave him the substance of 
all that he surrendered* As IMRERATOft, in (hat 
new and extended use of the word from which our 
word Si emperur s+ springs, Augustus undertook to 
supply the world with its gold and silver coinage. 
The names of subordinate I nip era tores only appear 
exceptionally on his coins (cf. P. Chrisms in Spain, 
24 -T 2 B,c.); for the most part, Augustus allows 
no name or portrait but his own. As to the exact 
methods employed by him in working this system and 
tho mints at which the coins were issued, there is still 
considerable room for discussion and I am trusting 
that my friend, the Rev, E T A. Sydenham, will soon 
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clear up some of those difficulties when lie publishes 
his recent researches on the subject. 

In the period -3 1-14 B.C., there wore largo issues 
from Eastern mints, small issued probably late in the 
period* from Lugdtmum, and other largo issues from 
a great Imperial mint, the place of which is hart! to 
determine, but which waa apparently in the West of 
the Empire but not at Romo- I purposely state the 
case vaguely, leaving the detailed discussion of 
difficulties to Mr. Sydenham* The final solution of 
Augustus was the establishment of a great central 
mint at Ltigdmmm, circ. 14 act, which for the rest of 
bis roign and the reign of Tiberius supplied the 
Roman world with gold and silver coinage. Details 
still remain to be worked out, but for the main points 
involved I would refer to Laffranohi's articles in JZi uista 
Italian# di Numismatic^ 1912 £F. t and to my own paper 
on the 14 Mints: of the Early Empire- iK in the Journal of 
Homan Studio 1017, Pt. I. 

1 will conclude by restating the contentions which 
I have been endeavouring to sustain in this paper: * 1 

(1) The Imperial coinage is not the direct successor 
of the Senatorial coinage of Rome. 

{2} Military coinage, in Italy, under Senatorial 
control, was certainly known in the third century s.o. 
Military coinage in tho pro vine os only started ciro. 
S3 no. It waa directed by the ImperatoFj but the 
author!nation of tho Senate was at first required. 


iHJi-tbn* of my argument will already he familiar to 
V^ m " l Upormimt, Aq J/wrmiiV dttm tAntique tern.a. pp. ITtSIT.i 
\h]l Higtmifal Roman Cow, pp. Ifr]< 119 ff. It will be w&n that 

I ptahnig some points geoEndly udmiLtml to what 1 belief to 
!h 3 th^ir neeenHuy cone In&iim*. 
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(3j This military coinage, during the period of the 
Civil Wars, 49-31 ro., encroached more and more on 
the Senatorial coinage of Rome and in the end ousted 
it. The attempt of Caesar, and alter him of the 
triumvirs, to establish a personal coinage on the basis 
of the Senatorial mint failed. The coinage of the 
li Ivins in the provinces is, in all essentials, not 
Republican but Imperial in character. The vital 
change came when, as a supreme instance above the 
Imperaror, appeared not the Senate but the Ulvir, 

(4) Augustus founded his system of coinage on 
this new basis, deriving his authority from his 
" imperium ” in the provinces. The one definite 
change was that he left the coinage in “aga” to the 
Senate at Home. This important fact bunquestionable, 
and that iti the one reason why I have not insisted on 
it. The ‘*aas‘ r coinage had beeu more or less in 
abeyance since about 82 e. c. Caesar in Rome (or Italyi. 
the two younger Pompeys in Spain, Oct avian in Gaul, 
Antony in the East, had all issued “aes", but no 
regular and permanent system had been evolved, and 
in this department of coinage a real reform was 
necessary. There were solid reasons to be urged why 
the issues of what was, to some extent, token money 
should be under the authority of the Senate, rather 
than left to the discretion of the supreme ruler, and 
these reasons evidently weighed decisively with 
Augustus. 

The results thus arrived at have the advantage of 
harmonizing with what we know, in general, of the 
origins of the Empire. The Emperor himself was 
the direct successor of the general in the provinces, 
who, trusting in his army, asserted his independence 

n.'MEauf, CHI01I. P tol. kit, itim it. 3 
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of Senatorial chocks. From the time of Marius and 
Sulla, whm military forces first overrode the constitu¬ 
tion, the Republic, we now see, was doomed; the 
Senat« r weakened in its moral authority, could nowhere 
find the reserve power necessary to reduce the pro¬ 
vincial governors and commanders of its Etrmies to 
complete subordination. The military dictatorship, in 
one form or another T was inevitable ; it was simply 
the political genius of Augustas which enabled him to 
find forms which might seem 'to harmonize with a 
Republican cons ti tut ion. And it was from the most 
essentia! part of the Imperial power* the supremo 
military command, that Augustus derived his right of 
coinage; possessing it thus from the first as a part of 
his u imperium *\ he did not seek or need to seek a 
special conferment of it on h i m by the Sena te. Whether, 
when the Imperial mint was opened in Rome-—pro¬ 
bably under Caligula—the Senate was consulted and 
asked to give its consent, we cannot say: probably the 
technical legality w&a not a* seriously resented, when 
the Empire had become an established institution, 
as it might have been if committed by Augustus at its 
inauguration, 

H. Mattingly, 


Note. — "Mr. Sydanhatn my attention to ft small group of 

uoihE of Octnviu* as Him R.F.C., which bear R- 0, on 
(CirneW, ii t pp. 39S ft* 403* tf.j. The explanation which be 
-uggeatfl, and whmh I accept, u tlmt they were it ruck in Italy, 
whore t ho Senate *?tL3] n-iaiiu*] sorae claim to authority* 

He aliH] suggests lb at Augustus in 27 B.<\ irmy have temporarily 
reigned his right of cniimge. together with other exceptional 
pcmori. This interesting ‘suggestion will be work?>4 out la more 
-Mail in hu paper. 
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THE REFORM OF A UR ELIAN. 

Mn. Sydenham, in his excel lent treatise on the 
Roman Monetary System, a very mine conformation, 
judiciously collected, weighed, and made accessible, 
comes to the conclusion, that Aurelian, when he im¬ 
proved the coinage, did not attempt to re instate the 
discredited antoniimims T bnt substituted for it a piece 
which might logically have been known as a double 
denarius, but was simply called by the familiar name of 
denarius The object of the present note i& to suggest 
that certain considerations point in another direction, 
aud that the Emperor attempted no more than the 
restoration of the then existing series of coins to as 
near its original condition as the troubles of his time 
would permit, Mr. Sydenham is, of course, under the 
burden of verifying hia conclusion either by historical 
record or by circumstantial evideuce> a form of proof 
which must, not be accepted if there are any facts 
inconsistent with it. 

The chain of evidence commences with the reform 
of Caracal la,, who endeavoured to rectify the inconveni¬ 
ence arising &om the degeneration of the denarius by 
the introduction of the antoninianus, reckoned at one 
denarius and a half, and, as the older coin stood in 
the relation of 25 to the aureus, so the new coin bore 
the inconvenient relation to the latter of 16 2/3rds to L 
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CaraoalIa died in a ik 217 and the two coins remained 
in issue down to the reign of Gallienos. Some emperors 
struck more of the one and some of the other, but t he 
period was only marked by one attempt at reform or 
rt^torntioii. that of Severus Alexander fck 235) + who 
issued no new coin, but improved bis denarii in style, 
weight* and alloy. The lust large issue of denarii was 
under Gordianus Pius (d. 244), but they were issued 
in small numbers even in the Teigtis of Galileans 
(d- 263) and his contemporary Postntnus (d. 267)* 

The earlier antonmiani of Gallienus were struck in 
white metal, like those of his predecessors, but at some 
period in his reign a new practice was introduced* 
and coins were struck in an alloy so base that they 
would have api>eared to be mere bronze had they not 
been surfaced wick white metal. 

In the latter years of bis reign, and the short period 
of two years w hich elapsed between his death and the 
accession of Auralmu, in March 270, the coinage 
reached its greatest degradation, and hardly any pieces 
other than debased antoniniani were issued. Their 
size and weight decreased and their silver wash was 

poorly applied that it soon rubbed off. It is difficult 
to find traces of it now, but sufficient specs mens remain 
to show that the coins, when lirst issued* did attempt 
to maintain the colour of anteniniam as well as their 
deaig u- 

Suoh was the position which Aurelian faced when 
he undertook his reform in 271* As the last degrada¬ 
tion of the currency had only commenced a very few 
years earlier* there must have been in circulation both 
good and had specimens of both coins, the best of them 
ot Less value than their proper proportion to the aureus* 
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the worst (with all deference to Sig- Dattarit the 
merest tokens: but they still bore the same denomi¬ 
nations. 

What evidence is now available to show the exact 
nature and effect of the reform ? 

Historical evidence is very slight. 

The femora letter of Astreliim, which is probably 
apocryphal, gives no details of the reform, but we 
have the statement of 2osimus that the Emperor 
*' restored the public credit by delivering out good 
money in exchange for the bad, which the people were 
commanded to bring into the Treasury "* This is 
entirely consistent with the view that the Emperor 
merely attempted to reinstate the antomnianus. One 
can hardly think that the author would have so 
written without mentioning the issue of a new coin* 
had that step been taken. We have also the expres¬ 
sion 41 Argentei Aurelfeni lf t which may only indicate 
that the reformed coins of Attrelian were distinguish¬ 
able from their immediate debased predecessors. Also 
it would be consistent with a small alteration in tariff, 
which may have taken place without any alteration in 
denomination. 

Historical evidence fe therefore,on the whole, against 
reform and in fevoitr of restoration. 

Turning to the coins themselves, we find that 
speei mens of the radiate reformed coins of An re Man 
regain the size and exceed the weight of the autoui- 
niani of the early period of Galliums (reaching that, of 
many of his predecessors) and p so long ns they retain 
their silver coating, they are like them in appearance. 

If they were thrown together with those of earlier 
reigns, a person ignorant of numismatics would have 
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to examine the portraits and inscriptions before he 
could separate them. Why -should the new coin, in¬ 
tended, as is suggested, for a new denomination, or 
at least a denarius of new value, be carefully designed 
to bear the exact appearance of the coin that it was to 
displace? Surely the Emperor, as did Caracal la and 
Diocletian, must have issued pieces which could not be 
con founded with I heir predecessors, 

Ii is suggested, therefore, that silver washed radiate 
pieces were always intended to be the direct successors 
of the original union ini turns of Caracal hi r whatever 
may have been the intrinsic value of the alloy in 
which they ware struck. 

An rati an also issued reform ed silver-washed coins of 
smal ler module* show i ug a laureat a portrait of himself, or 
a bust of his consort without a crescent. Mr. Sydenham 
considers that these pieces arc quinarii* but in size 
and appearance they are indistinguishable from the 
denarii of earlier reigns. He finds the average weight 
of them to be 39* □ grains, as against an average weight 
of 62 grains tor the radiate pieces; roughly a propor¬ 
tion of 2/3 rds to 1* which was that of true denarii to 
umoinniauh It is true that he alters this proportion 
-omewhat in stating what he believes to be normal 
weights, but it seems fairer to rely on the actual 
averages, and, on examination of the coins of Gordian 
III, it appears that his denarii fall even a little more 
short of 2/3rds of the weight of his antoniniani than 
do the pieces in question. 

The Emperor afro dealt with the bronze coinage by 
issuing coins which Mr. Sydenham* no doubt rightly, 
considers as nsses. in much greater numbers than any 
o± his more recent predecessors — -un operation which 
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also suggests restoration rather than reform, and this 
point is emphasized by the fact that he issued a few 
sesterces. 

It may be doubted whether the theory of a new 
ri" nomination would Lave suggested itself at all had it 
not been for certain mint-marks which numismatists 
have attempted to explain in ninny conflicting ways. 

These are, on the radiate coins, XX, XXI. XX* I, KA, 
KrA. and others (which most authors have considered 
t-.i be marks of value), and on the laureate pieces VSV 
We may hope the theory that XX and XXI represent 
different values, and that one coin passed as worth 
twenty of, or a twentieth of some other coin, while the 
piece marked XXI differed by one unit from that 
marked XX, has been finally disposed of/ It is incon¬ 
ceivable that the State could have ordered, or the 
public accepted, such a minute difference of value in. 
coins of equal size, weight, and appearance. The 
variations of the unirks such as XX I and KTA clinch 
this point The mark XX appears again in the well- 
ordered scries of Probus and, ns under Aureltan, is 
always of the mint of Tairaco; so we should have to 
accept ns a fact that one provincial mint was permitted 
to persist in issuing coins differing in value from all 
other mints of the Empire. We may safely agree that 
all these marks are but different methods of stating 
a proportion of 20 to 1. 

Mr. Mattingly thinks the relation set out is that the 
radiate piece so marked was tariffed at 2<i of what, in 
the reign of Aurelian. would only have been u monetary 
expression unrepresented by any coin; the denarius 
communis, reckoned in the Edict of Diocletian as 
1/50,000th part of the pound of gold. It must l>e 
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objected that there is no historical or literary evidence 
of the existence of auoh an expression before the Edict, 
and that actual silver, or at least white rnetah denarii 
of much greater value were in circulation when the 
coin was struck* In early days it was the practice to 
mark on a coin the number of coins of a lessor denomi¬ 
nation which it was worth {as X for 10 asses), or its 
fractional relation to a larger one {as S for semis), ami 
Ur. Sydenham shows m that the practice of marking 
coins so as to read “'so many of this coin ate equal 
in value to one of a larger denomination" was not 
uiieommon in the!a termints of the Empire. Therefore 
we need find no difficulty in reading XXI as 44 twenty 
to one larger coin" ; but neither of these practices 
seems to justify us in reading XXI to mean “ twenty 
of a smaller coin equal this one 1 '* That would, it 
is submitted, be a method both very obscure and quite 
inconsistent with Latin practice, and in making so 
important an announcement as that the coin so marked 
was to be taken as of a different value from that which 
the public bad been in the habit of attaching to 
other coins of exactly similar appearance, the greatest 
clearness would atirely have been employed - 

Mr. Sydenham, on the other hand, favours the 
reading of the figures XX us ' 4 ten and ten", not an 
'"twenty", and on this he found# an explanation, not 
only of these marks, but also of the more puzzling 
VSV. 

The existence of the mark KA P which must, it is 
submitted, mean either 21 or 20 =s 1, and not two tens 
equal one* seems fatal to this theory, which perhaps 
would not have been formed but for the possibility 
that it might help to unravel the mystery of VSV. 
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It may here be pointed out that Mr. Sydenham's 
table of the issues of Aurelian might lead one to 
suppose that all radiate coins of the reform bear one 
term or other of the marks above discussed, and all 
the laureate ones the mark VSV. In fact the ibrmer 
do not appear on half of the reformed radiate series, 
their place being often taken by other numeral 
letter*); while the latter is quite rare, and perhaps 
did not appear on so many as o per cent, of the 
laureate coins. We may not unfairly argue from this 
that the announcement made by the letters VSV waa 
of lest- import mice than that set ft-rth .is XXI, and 
that even the latter was by no means so important as 
would have been the announcement of the issue of a 
totally now denomination. That should have appeared 
on eveiy coin of the series, if only to distinguish it 
from its predecessors of similar appearance* 

May I suggest a possibility that Aurelian s being 
unable to issue a piece of the full size and value of The 
original anioninianus of Cara calk, took advantage of 
the opportunity to tariff the restored piece at a rather 
less and more convenient value* in relation to the 
aureus* than its predecessor, and that the mark may be 
read u 20 of these ftoken) coins are to be current as 
one aureus"* 

Professor Oman iia i shown us that the gold coinage 
must have passed by weight, which would have 
obviated much of the practical inconvenience of such 
rearrangement* and, indeed, wo see a similar course 
adopted in the relation of ^ur own (token) shilling to 
the sovereign. Of course, such an alteration displaced 
the convenient rektion of the denarius to gold* but* 
as the antoninkims then formed by far the larger part 
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of th& currency, tbe change would really have been for 
the public convenience. 

There remains the mark VSV. ail the interpretations 
whereof have been based on the theory* that the coins 
on which it is sometimes found are qumarii. If they 
are not. the ingenious efforts at. explanation all fuii 
Ue have even that the coin was designed so as to 
bear the greatest possible resemblance to a denarius* 
Quinarii were never a very important part of the 
liomatL system, especially under the Empire, but a 
sufficient number were struck from time to time, and 
imder certain emperoro, to keep them in some small 
circulation. From Gall!etuis to Diocletian such pieces 
occur with some frequency- They are of much smaller 
modulo and weight than the laureate issues of Aurelinn, 
and have quite a different appearance; and the fact that 
they were silver-washed, and always bear a laurented 
bust, seems to indicate that they were part of the 
41 silver Kp issue, and had relation to the denarius rather 
than to the antonininuus, If they were not qidn&rii 
it Is difficult to ffud them place or name. If they were 
quin arii then certainly the VSV coins were not. 

Al] the attempts to read this mark as an announce 
ment of value seem quite unconvincing. It wns only 
used on a very low pieces in one reign, and though some 
similar coins may be found in later reigns, they never 
bear it. There is no similar mark in the whole Roman 
series except the R3R of Camusius a which no one has 
attempted to read as a statement of value, and, indeed, 
no parallel expression of a value can be found* it is 
believed, in any Latin inscription or document. If, 
ns is suggested, the larger coin was to be known as 
a denarius, then the simple and time-honoured mark 
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Q might have proclaimed the smaller one as ft qui- 
nftrius, especially if it had been inscribed somewhat 
larger tiuui the small mint letter Q which had been 
used before A.n 271. though probably only on one 
issue, from one mint. As in the case oi the larger 
coin T one would expect to find the announcement that 
this piece was to pass at a different value from other 
coins which exactly resembled it placed on every coin 
of the series, in the most clear and easily compre¬ 
hensible form that could be adopted. 

^ir Arthur Evans's tentative suggestion that the 
mark may mean VOT A SOL VTA QVINQVENI\ ALIA 
seems much more logical and probable. The inscription 
'in the exergue ol a distinct portion ol a legend is not 
mkcommon on Homan coins. 

It seems impossible to read the mark a& L£ ha1l ot 20 
or - half of SU*\ or to explain why two V a should have 
been used to state what could have been convoyed by 
one X. Mr. Sydenham's view that two Xs were used 
to indicate, not 2Q r but two separate figures of 10, is 
at. be it strained* and. as we have seen, is inconsistent 
with the Greek form of the mark* The moiusyer 
might, perhaps, have followed the precedent of the 
silver sc^erce and written VVS. 


Pe&oy H. Wbdb. 
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A MEDAL OF LORENZ STAI HER. 



The bronze medal here illustrated was acquired 
recently at a Loudon auction , 1 where it was described 
as the medal of an English knight. Its description is 
as follows;— 

Oltt \—Rust r. t beardless, wearing netted cap and jil&te- 
armour. I user. -OMNIVM RERV M DEVS 
AVTOREST-MO-XXVIM 

Rev . — Achievement (shield t casque, ere&t, collar* stud 
imfitling ) of Staiber. luscr. LAVRENT- 
STAI8ERO EQ.V - AVR REG BRITAN 
ORATAETS ANN XLII- 

Bronze, rast. nxm. 

Collection of Mr. Maurice Rosenheim, 

From other sources, to be mentioned below, it appears 
that the shield should be blazoned thus: Per bend 


L Sothebj ■ tUtalogmo, Juu# 6, 101 0 r lot 143. Fur asiiitimqy in 
vjui&tt,-, waja ronnrated with this paper gur thanks art due to 
Pr-nf, A. F. PglJud Mr. Hill Stephenson, Mr- L\ II, Cramti, ami 

Mr, Cunpball Bataem, 
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sinister sa. and or a horrad salient countereltanged 
(Staibert i in puling or, two one-legged lighting-cocks 
addorsed ba., combed and wattled gu. (Rnmnicl of 
Nuremberg); and on a chief az. si lion passant gnardant 
or within a borclurc gobony arg. and gn, (Staiher, 
augmentation of 152(1). Crest: a lion full face sitting 
in a coronet between two horns, dexter paw elevated, 
gobony collar round throat. The shield on the medal 
shows an inescutcheon: on this the charge is indecipher¬ 
able, and there is no other evidence, so far as we know, 
of what it should be. The collar surrounding the 
shield is an English king's livery collar of SH and 
knots, with portcullises as last links (perhaps not. quite 
understood by the medallist), mid a pendent rose. 

This piece appears never to have been described 
Wore. Two other medals of the same man have 
however been published. 

1. Obv. —Bust L, with large 1 1 road-bri mined list I user. 

LAVRENCIVS STAYRER XXXIII IAR 
ALT MDXIX 

Wilhuut revers* 1 - 

JE cn. 4ft 5 mm, 

Chr, Amir. im I Jof. Stnnmlun# tines Xfirtiftfryisdicn 
Mdns-CdbineU !Xnrlil>erg, 1762>. p. 027. No. GG. 
CoM. Hoirts (f(* Nosey I Leipzig. 1863)* No, 3420, 
G* Hahich* Sitttlkn mr deui$cftm 3[edaill€ ¥ in 
Jiihvtturh der k- prints, Kuri$f$ammiungeu M xxvii 
i Berlin, 1DOCK Taf. D. 12. and Deutsche Meitaillatr*' 

i Hulls a. S if 19l0jb p,Sa 

Thb medal is by Hau^ Schwarz, whose drawing for 
it is also illustrated by Habit*It Jufirbnch* ann* cit,, 
p. 36, 

2- Cfov ,—Bust I , bearded, wearing h Air-net and chain. 

On truncation nf r, arm. -L- in relief. Inscription 
almvi-, LAVREN : STAYRERVS, EQ: AVR, 
and bolovr, AC ANCL. ET FRANC: REGIS. 
ORATOR- All in wiwth. 
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R*v. Bust r. of BtaiWr’s wife, wearing h&ir-net, cap, and 
chain. Inscription : ICHANYM. COT. ZV t 
HILFF+ M, D. XXXV (fcr, ich iiehmo Gott zu 
Hilfts, !5 Sq), All in wrealh. 

*'Goldsmith's work'\ bttw&en 40-5 and 86 mm. 

Im II ct, Hoc. cit . p No. Habieh, Dfutsch? 

Mti&tiStttmti, |>p. 99 f 100 . 

The L on the truncation of the arm tin# usually been 
supposed to bo an artist's signature^ but Habich points 
out that signature® in relief in such a position are 
unusual at the time and that Slather was fifty years 
old in 1535; L tliereforn indicates bis age and the 
medal is probably by Mattes Gebel. 

Lorenz Staiber of JBrllstegen was a native of 
Nuremberg. The medals show that he was 83 years 
old in 1519, and 42 in 1528, so that he must have 
been horn in 1485 or I48fi. The modal by Hans 
Schwarz; dated in 1519 shows that he was then in 
Nuremberg, In 1520 be visited England, when he 
was knighted 1 by Henry VIII and received the 
augmentation—the chief with the lion—which is seen 
in his cost 1 


1 In Juno. according to W, A* Simw, TV Knight* of England 
11906). ii, y. 43, 

! r t'Lie iiigmenultau w B =i grants by letters patent at Windsor, 
Oct. A copy of the grant is in t bn Bodkiim Libmnr, 

AsIimoEc ME, 85£. fob 43, tind Emm in the College of Arms MS r 
iCb/o^ GrattJ* f i. The wims and crest are thus giten 

"tie nigro et min> jitirtitLs per tUa-umm e* tnasteruo com uno 
Eawe oilorifiequo in handa saKento colon bus tnnfttuDiatiH et in 
irnirk ununi konom uureum peditaniem, purpura Onuatnm. 
otUB iimbiia §iwe knl it ru gobonata dt argeutc et ni beo. M 

,J fit pro cridtn bou *upor gakam lumm dimidittm leoftcni 
Mitu^iluhi in corona iu;rcm kbenteja colbni gobenatnm dfr arg^uto 
«6 mbeo later duo cemua mgn.*' 

In i -hurt poaigtw following the grant hti wire's name u given 
ii- Mfl^lalen, daughter of John Rymcl, of Koremherg. 
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Thus augmented, Staiber’s amis are represented in 
a woodcut by Albrecht Durer, known in various 
versions, of which only line, utitl that exist mg in a 
single example in the collection of Frau Prof. Blaaius, 
is from the hand of the master himself.* There is 
a record that Dtlrer made drawings of the arras at 
Cologne (on wood} iu November, 1520. and at Antwerp 
in 1521. The earlier drawing may well have been for 
the block which is preserved in the single example. 
The arms arc correctly represented with the chief; 
the livery collar, however, is not placed round the 
shield, bnt is drawn separately in the upper left hand 
comer. The lion on the chief is crowned, but that of 
the crest is bareheaded. The helmet has only tour 
bars to the visor instead of six and is turned three- 
quarters to the dexter. 1 his block has no inscriptions. 

Subsequently, another block was cut, on which the 
collar was placed in position round the shield, and a 
scroll was placed above the whole, bearing the in¬ 
scription: '■ Bcmiseber kayserlieher und hispanischer 
kbn. Mayestlil, etc. Dienner Laurents Staiber.' Bel ow 
was placed a motto, equivalent in sense to tbat which 
appears on the new medal, viz, J Omuia cx Deo veniunt. 
AUe ding kumnien atisz Gott," The rendering of the 
coat of amis was altered—not for the better—the 
augmentation occupying a full halt of the shield, so 
that it appears to be divided per tess. The lion is not 

i jjjjr thc^ woodtul* *6 e Bstriiich, 167. 16s; J. Haller, J*ibt n 
u. ( lit WtiL-ttltf Albr iMnrr, ii l Leipzig, ISSlJ. Pi*. T3§f„ No. l&V 
See, of Antiquaries' Heraldic EiliibUion 1*64, TUiu/fr. Cufai., p. 88, 
No, 205, ft >-Ut; C. Dod**on, Brit. Mot. Ca/at. m Earls German 
and Firmith iFoodadt, i, p 336 ; lhe sunt in KitltiL 4tr G*«il*tk. 
fur ttrtiM Kin Hr iBoil. der '* Qrajth. 1803, pp. utf ff. ; 

the fame in Dflrer Society - * Ttret/tk Plate* MS, Mtm 
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crowned, and the helmet (with six bar-d 13 turned to 
tJae front. The shield is changed to the English shape 
which we sec on the new medal. 

let later this block was altered, by cutting away 
the whole of the inscription scroll, except the ends, 
and inserting a piece above the lion so as to place a 
crown containing two flags on his head. 

Since on the medal of 1528 the lion of the crest 
does not wear the crown with flags, we may assume 
that this detail, and consequently the alteration of 
*ke block just mentioned, are of later date. 

Another heraldic record of Staiber is in the roll 
belonging to Mr + Everard Green r Somerset Herald. 
This roll, or at any rate the part containing this coat, 
seems to have been painted about 15 S 0 . The arms of 
'* * Steyber Jl show the augmentation of 1520 , and he 
doea not impale his wife's anus. 

What services Staiber had rendered to earn the 
honour of knighthood at the hands of Henry V[II we 
do not know. When we next hear of him in 1523 ha 
is in Nuremberg/ whence he writes on December 4 to 
the king expressing thanks For the honour of knight¬ 
hood conferred on hun? u Vt, quem Hegijs maiiibus in 
tue M Uj arcs Winndesore in auratam societ&tem 
iLCCersiuerit, adseripserit f at equiteua Auratum deal- 


Tto reM has taen described to the Society of Antiquariee by 
Jintph (tiffin und ^lilL Stephenson 1 P#w. Ant, 
Janc^S, IS)IS), 

* J. A Brewer, Lrftaft and PajK*v, fottrgn and dame.?tir t of tht 
uyntflinuy rut to], ill. r nrt ii f No. Quoted in full hy 

*'■ !_Mon ( Mitt y far. tit Some two score rufereticefl to Staibci: 
p 1 , anJ in thi * ftlld succeeding volume* of the ami 

* 2 h?, 1 d T b to T0 ^ Ivi 1 *** the indies under "StarW" and 
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gnauerib/’ Ha offered to serve the ting with a troop 
of a hundred horse or more. 

Later, 7 from 15S8 to his death in 1539* wo find him 
the accredited agent of the English. Government. 
On Feb- 8, 1528, ho wrote from Antwerp that he was 
going into High Germany and would bo diligent to 
execute Wolacy's commands, Six day a later Racket 
sent to Wolrey a letter fom ^Sir Lawrence Stawber 
of Notemberghn wtio lately came from England \ 
On Mar. 7 he wrote to Wolsey from Nuremberg, 
reporting on affair* in Germany, and mentioning one 
of his commission*, which waa to inquire about metals. 
On Aug. 18 and Oct, 10 ho wrote again from Nuremberg 
on the political situation and also about metals, giving 
the analysis of certain kinds, recommending an expert 
(John Bauer) and sending specimens- He returned 
some time later to London, for on Feb> 6,1530, Ghapuys 
wrote from London to the Emperor Charles V s lying 
that Lsorenc sticatre, the Nuremberg agent, was return¬ 
ing with the servants of the Duke of Saxony, He 
was in receipt at this time of an annual salary of 
lfrO crowns at 4?. 6c7, or £33 15*, wdiich wa.^ increased 
towards the end of bis life to £35, His headquarters 
at first were at Nuremberg, though he is occasionally 
reported at other places, as Augsburg and Xeuemnarkfc; 
in Sept. 1533. lor instance, he left Nuremberg on 

■ pt^f A. F. Pollard laggest* that he may possibly bo the man 

mention?! in 1525 by MdancMhoii, m Li letter to CajuerariiH 
iltiteii April 12: 1 Haee iciipieram, cum vanit Ssiberus ct valuta 
Lterru r-ii a leddil/ H. B.irjjo* Andrta* Bodenrftin von 
Ktirhiudt (Leip&i^t 1903) t ii t p. 3U note- The spelling 3MTw™, 
however, seams to indicate n different mime, the same ms tkit of 
Daniel Sliharus, *\io i* represented on a Nuremberg medal of 
about 1530- Only in English pronunciation could Sliber sound 
like the German Staiber. 

vmiiflu, CQHOii f m m, iwits **« 
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account of the plague, It was in this month that 
Vaughan, Cromwell's agent at Cologne, reported that 
the king had been greatly deceived by Stniber. who 
had certified many lies in order to obtain his stipend. 
The accusation, however, seems to have produced no 
effect. On OeL. 10, 1535, writing from Nuremberg, he 
calls himself 1 Eqnea Auratus ac Gcorgi I March ionis 
BrandonImrgensis Coimliarius’, and he uses tfa ■ same 
title on Feb. 17, 1536, in writing to Bishop Foxe. 
His presence at Nuremberg in 1535 is also attested by 
the medal of that date, which is of Nuremberg work. 
The letter to Pose, it is interesting to note, enclosed 
a silver medal hearing the edigy of the writer, doubtless 
a specimen of the new piece. On Nov, 22,1536, we 
find him resident as Castellan at Camerstam near 
Schwa bach in Franconia. The last entry is in a list 
of wages at Lady Lay, 1540, in which his name 
appears with the note: niM, quin nuortuas. 

He was buried at Heilsbronn, between Nuremberg 
and Anspach. There on the wall of the church is a 
brass tablet* with the inscription “ lies erbam und 
vesten IjOtenE Stai be rs Wappen und Rpgriibnub", 
The tablet bears Stoibers arms, with the livery-collar; 
the lion of the crest does not seem to wear the crown 
with the two flags which appears in the psettdo-Diirer 
woodcuts. Below this tablet is attached a small 
shield, bearing two black cocks addorsed on a gold 
field. 


1 J. L. Hock-ir, Haiishronnisehtr AttttyviMUtnSrlutt: 11731.), p. 51. 
Re 'liicritiea the Wdunj us red and liluck; Dodgtm ptnasihljr 
tli it' Lhg si Ever muy have became oxidised hj time, 
Hirck^r hinuelf noticci that according to the H'ti/ijKJiAurAj p^ri H f 
P> fchE Lcrdme ibuLil be rd imd e| lver + 
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The shield on the medal of 1528, where Staiber's 
own coat inipjils?^ a coat with two rather nondescript 
crested birds addorsed t shows that ho whs married ; 
and on the medal of 1535 lie placed the portrait of his 
wife* The lady t as we have aeon above (p "246, note 3), 
was Magdalena, daughter of Johann Hummel of 
Nuremberg,* 

A word may be added on the authorship of the new 
medal. Its origin in Nuremberg is patent from ks 
style, even if we did not know that St&iber was in that 
city in the year in wlikh the medal was cast. It sU-jws 
tLe use of a reversed G instead of D which Habich J,j 
lias noted as occurring frequently in Nuremberg medals 
of 15126 and 1527 (although, if we understand him 
rightly, he has not noticed an instance in the year 
1528), Whether it is by Mat Use Gobel or nut we may 
leave to the decision of those who can distinguish liis 
style amid iho extraordinary uniformity which the 
German gild-system produced in the medal!ic as in 
other crafts. 

Finally, it may be noted that much confusion exists 
in the written records with regard to Staibera name* 
The medals and the woodcut by Diirer make it clear 
that his name was Staiber ur Stay her. 11 we trust to 
the transcripts by Brewer ami Gairduer, we are hound 
to Lisa ume that the name was written sometimes S Barber, 
some Li lues StftubftTj and that too by Slather himself. 
Ab to the spelling by other persons, the variations 
recorded in the As/fcrtf and Papers are extnior liimry ; 


1 For thv arm*, nr* SibnuUibei*, 11099), i. 2l)0; 

JL \L Trechjtel, A fa'id*. ryi&rhtr Kirthhvj 1 .1730), i>. 225; UietflUtp 
umiftt Runmt4 von Lichhuau mui LoK^ntUuJL 
|4J JJnuf&'k* MtifaiilfVi f, \u 73 , 
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e.g, Siftyber, titaber. Staxbet, Stanber, Stawber* Staves 
Stater, Scavre* Starbomgh r Scarimrowe, 8harbors 
Scarveuigh, Staborona, Stabemes. How an tiny of dies® 
are me re misreadings^ how many due Lo original 
mi s writing, we do not know. 11 S t&ber f * is obviously an 
Englishman's pronunciation of the correct form Stay bar 
or Ktaiber. Stalkers own signature is certainly curious; 
the fourth letter might easily i>e misread as a v or an r T 
but It has a diacritical mark over it, which, as 
Mr. Crump observes, is just like his diacritical mark 
over the u \ this shows that it is a voweL Mr. Cnrmp 
is clear that it is meant for i. It is true that it is 
different from the writer's ordinary i t but In signatures 
special forms arc often affected. 

Maurice Rosenheim. 

G. F, Hill. 
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Note os Pennies of Au^ed the Great with the Obtsbae 
Llglsd divedhd into Three or Font Pahtb. 

In the Xumi&mitit: Chmttklt, 4Hi §ei%, vol. ii, p. -02, out 
Into President Sir John Evans, discussed tho pennies of 
Alfred wiHi thf? obv^rw legend divided into duw or four 
pztrta with bfatik iot^mmitig spar**, suggesting as n reason 
that no iuiAginarr Pali mini Crest* were probably intended to 
bo respectively represented in the blank spaces. Bo this ns 
it limy,, tht" fall owing passage in the** Annuls has prom plod 
use to offer for wlmi it; is worth a farther more practical 
auggfedkun 

finding, after eatnti nur that the peculiar circumstances of 
Alfred's reign precluded tliu possibility of adopting any 
measures for tho impmvemejit of the coins. eiilJ its at hi* 
laws ai^e entirely silent Concerning thorn* goes on lo soy that 
they “ afford no other j derma Lion respecting the currency 
of UL time iSmn that it was ^tiimUcd by pound*, shillings, 
and pence, such Wing Hie coma* or money of account, by 
which the fines arc regulated. Thr third pari u/ a pcmiy also 
occurs in tlie in, which could not mid fly be paid unless Mov 
trnx motwi) 0 / that mhtc ; none* however* has yet boon dis¬ 
covered _ ,r [Armais^ vol* i* p* 125.) 

It his thus occurred to me that, as it was a recognized 
custom to rut the iiaxori pennies into halves and quarters to 
provide small change, these three epooeo on certain of tin- 
coins may also have been intended to facilitate the cutting 
into think for the same purpose; so that on the framing of 
the lnw% rimt a d . 800 , the fini s were doubtless regulated to 
suit the existing currency. 

According to Ltebernuzm der A n$clxadncn f 

vol. i t pp. SO, 86; Alfrucb 47, 71 1 and others, the tost of the 
laws in question is as fallows ; 

47* “ If a man shrike out another** eye, let him jwy 
ex. skillings,, and Vl* shillings and vi. pen uiek mid a third 
pari of a penny, aft b hot + [compensation]. If it reumiii 
in the head* and ho cannot see ought therewith, lei one 
third part of the hoi' bo retained/* 


mi 
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71. 11 If n man strike out another's eye, or Ills hand, ^r 
hh foot oiT. tlsoro gooLb like 'bOt* to alh vi. pennies mini 
vi. shillinga, and lx, shillings, and tha third part of o 
penny." 

The ty|w& under discussion. i** said by Hawkins (No, IU, 
3rd edit, pp„ 1^3. 3^- r d to belong to the third division of 
Alfrdu doinagOf being one of a group said to have formed 
the principal currency of Wessex at the ttitle of hi* death, 
and of a type unknown before Inn rdffu; but it is pointed 
out llirit thu issus must have begun before 8tK> f the type 
having been copied by Elliehtuu of Eut Anglia, who died 
in that year. Tilts perhaps lends colour to tlie suggest loti 
ilimt the ubovo-tuuffled fines, imposed tinea 890, could lie 
pLiid by the aid of a recently permitted form of currency. 
As lo whether any of these cut thirds are known, perhupa 
this note may Ihi the menus of bringing such to light. 
Wo may surmise that their use either oa small change or 
for tines would probably be Infrequent, and, even it estatib 
they Would doubtless be uf cutt&ideruble rarity* 

W, E r Ha rut ii. 


A,* Alu;< 3 ed Issue or Goins .vf Axagma by 31 a ax Antony. 

The familiar munc* uf Hark Antony and €leojmlra aro 
brought into connexion with that of the tU-niienii town of 
Annplik in n ipuiUit «• pseudo in the history of iiuiutsuiuLic 
studies in antiquity t tha true character of which l iwlievo 
hm lint vet Wen fully appreciated. In the coin military of 
Servius on Aencid viL 081 T occur- th« following eatplanalloti 
of tfcju epithet dttof# a* applied lo Anagnui by Virgil: mtf 
firtOti, duf ti tl foil it ad histork am. Abm Antonin# Auyusti 
wriTre omft mpfo pulquam f'Uopatram duxil monetam 

tins nomtwe ba An tumid ticilaie iu$&it fcrirL 

As is well known, the* material pivscrved to us in the 
Servian commentary and tlio ether scholia on Virgil vanes 
greatly in character mid in ijociuiomtftry value. In the 
present instance, the late Lntinity of the phrase in Amittnit.t 
civifofc indices to warn us that the note assumed the form in 
which wp« have it at bomn time nearer the ago of Serviim 
t'-jif. ivy than that of YligiL With regard to the content of 
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the note* it Is quite impossible to give it credence : the only 
coins which in eome measure fulfil the conditions ore the 
denarii Bahdoi)* .Worm* /ftp, Rom. i f p. 195, Antonia 95, 
and G ruebcr* It. 3L Cat. Rom. Tfrp. ii p p. 525, Noe. 179-82, nmi 
these ivpfn struck between 84 nnd 31 a-t?,* possibly at 
Alexandria or Epheaus, more probably at Athens. 

Either some corruption lias crept into Ilia text of Borina 
in the com sc of its transmission, nr else we have to do with 
im erroneous supposition of some ancient scholar. Baboltm 
and oilier?. hive proposed to road AtoriJfdriu for ^wufjnuj; 
hut this is quit* without pahtcHigiaphtca] justification, 
LafTranchi (Jffo. Hat di Nnmfsm t xxx, 1917. p. 213) similarly 
re^ardu diw^na as a manuscript corruption of Atifitkhia, 
R Lonortuftnt, La momtaie datus ranthjuiir, ii t p« 332, note i, 
preferred to assume that ft head of Octn via had been m\&- 
taken fiir one of Cleopatra: a supposition which in its* If 
is possibly Lut leaves imeXfdmned the reference to Anagnia. 

1 believe that the origin of the fetary i- t» besought in 
a different wny T and by inspection of the coins above men¬ 
tioned. Those bear on the obverse the head of Antony, and 
cm the reverse the bust of Cleopatra, both identified by 
inscriptions. The legend of the obverse reads ANTONI * 
ARMENIA - CEVICTA. A glance nt Plata exv, Nn. 15 of 
the M. 31. Cat, will show that in a worn ?prelfoen il would 
have lieen quite jKfcssibic to mistake tho ARMENIA for 
ANAGNIA ; and this I take to have bren the origin of the 
story. Wo may smile if wo choose at the- mistaken reading 
of the nameless Antiquarian- — perhaps some worthy citizen 
of Anagma itself nho had found euch a coin In tho territory 
of his native town—as well as at the credulity of Serving ; 
but the incident would not l>o altogether without parallels in 
the more recent history of numismatic science, 

A. Wi Van Bvhes. 

Ameriran Academy in Rome. 


ERRATUM. 


E. T. Newell point* on', ft confusion in the iUustmiiim of 
ct tr]traJrAulitii of A|hS 3im3h’r the Gt&^fc K in Nam. Citron., \ m* xix, 
n. i, No. 14. The obverse and reverse there Lllnstmied belong 
to two cHfcrent coipa; the rerene which should be utUched to 
the obverse » that described in MOller 1354 rom of the jmmw 
heiw clus attributed to RobtIon). Sir Newell's kiimkdn «r 
the varieties of “ AiexnnJers showed hum nt once that it the 
collocation in Ihe |djilv were correct, the whole biiai* of ha 
rei rjantruetitm of (he coLnc^'i; of the Eastern Mints would vnnuli. 
1 much raff ret to Lave given him it shock hy an acftufcbtnl 
ton Fusion of oiuU. 

G, ¥. H. 


THE KEYUE BULGE DE KUMlSMATToUE. 

Th« Eelitora are glad to be frbte to call the attention of rondel 
of til I- Fu»u»wutic(%ftm*dt to the mmrtMluiirit of ttai; R<tut tfslw 
d* JfrinfaioJfrii* the organ of the Itol^wn Boyd* ;Jo 

NnmkimttiQuc. The Council of that Roc».‘ty uik for support Tor 
the publiwitfati: mbHripfebtu from this country are fins* at lfe 
jKir annum, ntid shoulil be to Mr A. dy Koi^ort, 1 redo tier di* 
ht SacuUl' Royals (Iff Nammaatiqae, 12 fttfenne de Id Couronnc, 
litd]e* p IkSgium. 
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THE MAR TLET AND ROSE HALF GROATS 
OF HENRY VIL 

The difficulty of arriving at a satisfactory classifica¬ 
tion uf the profile haU-groate bearing Henry YITs 
name has compelled some further reconside ration of 
the subject, ckieiiy in relation to the ontpnt of the 
York mint It has hitherto been undisputed that all 
these half-groats, except those bearing Keys below the 
shield, emanated from the London mint in spite of 
the fact that two of the marks found on them, viz* the 
Martlet and the Rose, are not found on the London 
groats, whereas the other two marks, the Lis and the 
Pheoiv are found on both groats and half-groats. 
Now &he Martlet characterized the York half-groats 
with the full fane and arched crown which were 
replaced by the profile portrait in 150ft, cud it is only 
on these York half-groats and on no other coins of the 
second issue that this mark is to be found. These 
fuHdhoed half-groats sometimes have the treasure 
round the head and sometimes this is omitted. Keys 
occur at the sides of the head in the large majority 
of cases, but on a very few coins they are absent. All 
these hulf-groaLs have the mint name as the inner 
legend on the reverse. When these half-groats were 
replaced by the profile coins the old mark, the Martlet* 
was retained, and the Keys were relegated to the 

HUtam CIHHOK-, VOU ill, ICMIEI IT. JJ 
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reverse and the mint name removed from the coin*. 
The Keys show us that the coins were struck at 
York—so that there can be no doubt about the Key- 
marked pieces, whether they have a Martlet or a Rose. 
The whole difficulty arises when similar coins without 
Keys have to be considered. 

The Rose is, however, also found on a late second 
issue angel, and on a third issue 1 half-angel, os mark 
of a reverse the ob verse of which has the Cross Gross! et, 
and on the reverse of n lata second issue groat which 
bear* the Greyhound's Head on the obverse. 

Muling of the Martlet and Rose marks occurs on 
half-groats with arid without Keys and on coins of no 
other denominations* Tho earliest Martlet half groats, 
both with and without the Keys, are prior to the 
introdaction of the profile type, that is to say, earlier 
than November 1503; the earliest with the Rose are 
of the profile type, so too are those that combine the 
two marks. 

On some of the half groats with these marks the 
terminals of the limbs of the reverse cross are shaped 
sis on the earliest half groats of Henry TUI, thus;— 
the ordinary form of the terminals on half groats 
of Henry VII is j it would therefore appear that 
the Martlet and the Rose hall-groats continued to the 
end of the reign. 

The only other third issue (profile) half groat* bear 
the Lis or the Phecn mark, and thus correspond with 
the Tower groats. 

h. seems therefore possible that, as the Mail-let 


£i i >j Sum. €krvn +t L018, p. 23d. Tbc Boss half angel die* have 
Hwetlft itopfc. 
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half-groats of the full-faced, or second, issue which omit 
the Keys were, as their reverse inscription informs ns, 
struct at the York mint, the Martlet and the Rose 
half-groats of the profile type should, whether with or 
without the Keys, be attributed to York. 

During the reign of Henry YII there wore three 
archbishops of York, namely. Rotherham from the 
beginning of the reign to May 1500, Savage from 
April 1501 to September 1507, and Bainbridge from 
December loOff. There were therefore two voidances 
of the See during which the temporalities were in the 
kings hands, from May 1500 to April 1501, and from 
September 1507 to December 1508. 

No commission is known appointing an overseer of 
the mint in the earlier of these two #£de cacatife periods, 
but in the Calendar of Patent Rolls there is the follow¬ 
ing entry under the year 23 of Henry YII;_ 

“20 Sept, (1507) Commission to Thomas Pygott to act 
ua keeper and Overseer of the mint at York during the 
voidance of the see of York, such cilice having been lately 
held by commission from tli* archbishop, deceased, with 
injunction to coin only * pens of two pens* and ‘half liens' 
according to the stamp nud form used in the time of the 
archbishop.’* 

In this there are three points of particular interest : _ 

<«) The definite statement that while Savage was 
archbishop the mint of York was in active operation, 
a stamp and form having been "used in the time of 
the arehbiahopY Mr. Symonds (Brit. Afom. Jottr/i., 
voJ. x, p. 134) says, "Letters of Privy seal upon a 
K. R. Memoranda Roll of Hilary term 16 Henry VII 
confirming Alexandre de Bruchsella in his office as 
graver, state that the king had restrained the mints of 
Canterbury, York, and Durham for a certain season, 

u 2 
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whereby the ,work of the Tower graver had been 
proportionately increased * Therefore we must asjjume 
that the mints in the three cathedral cities were dosed 
for an unknown period before the year 1500 t and 
possibly until a later date/' If the mint of York was 
closed, it was reopened before the death of Savage in 
1507 , 

(4) The peculiar feature of the omismoti of the penny 
denomination in the coinage of York: only half-groata 
and halfpence were ordered to he struck during the 
voidnnee of the See and. apparently, only these two 
denominations were struck in the- archbishopric of 
Savage, May the conclusion he drawn that the 
restraint noted by Mr. Symends was limited to the 
pence issues ? Such a restraint would, of course, dose 
the mint of Durham und limit the mints of York and 
Canterbury to the issue of hal f-gronts and halt pence, 

(c) The evidence of an order to issue at the mint of 
York u coinage under the kings authority during the 
voidance of the See. 

We may therefore conclude* almost with certainty, 
that halt-groats and halfpence were struck by the king 
at York in the period September 1507 to December 
L508, and by analogy wo may perliaps assume that 
they were similarly struck in the preceding &edevaccmie 
period. May 1500 to April 1501. Was the kings 
coinage differentiated from the archbishop's? If so, 
by what means? 

Unfortunately, the only coinage by which we can 
hope to be guided in answering these questions is that 
of Durham m the reigns of the first three Edwards. 
This coinage has been most carefully worked out and 
the king's tenure of the temporalities used effectively 
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in tite arrangement of the series by Mr. Fox and 
Mr Shirley-Fox {Brit, Num* Jour apQ^sim), bat at 
Durham the coins of the bishops bore their personal 
badges, and the king's coins were, as we should expect, 
differentiated by the omission of the bishops 1 badges. 
During the last issue of Henry VII, owing to the use 
of the legend Panni Ihttm Admiprem Ahum alone On 
the reverse to the exclusion of the name of the mint, 
the only feature by which we can distinguish the 
half-groats of York from those of the Tower .mint is 
the mark of the two Keys placed below the shield on 
the reverse* The Keys of St Peter are the emblem of 
the Soo f and not a personal badge like the cross incline 
of Bek and the lion of Beaumont. Moreover, the 
omission of the Keys would, so far as we can tell T 
cause confusion between the York and the London 
issues unless the Matikt and Rose wen? used as 
mint-marks at York only. On the other hand, is it to 
be supposed that the king would imprint upon the 
coins struck by him in virtue of Lis tenure of the 
temporalities of the See the peculiar emblem of 
the archbishops of St* Peter? 

If we assume that (he Keys wore omitted on coins 
struck by the king during the voidance of the See. we 
must transfer to York all the half-groats bearing the 
Martlet and the Rose marks: and it would seem necessary, 
by analogy, to assume the Martlet half-groats of the 
second issue which omit the Keys to be the correspond- 
nig coins of the wde racanfe period 150Q-1* This is 
not an easy proposition to accept, for we find that the 
Martlet half groats of the second issue correspond 
closely in detail of lettering and style with the London 
groat series; with rhe Keys the series follows accurately 
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the series of rhrt Greyhound and Gross Cross! at issuer 
at London, thus:— 

Without t ft; mu re. Severe leEteripp;, 

With treasure, M rT 
t * n Gothic tattering. 

ft m tt rp H 

But all Martlet hnli-grouty of the second issue without 
Keyw have Gothic lettering and a style which appa¬ 
rently belongs to a later period than 1500-1. On 
London groats this style is found only with the Cros* 
Crosslat, which seems to have boon adopted as mint- 
mark only very shortly before the new issue of Novem¬ 
ber, 1503 + 

Again, in the profile Issue, comparison with Jhe 
Tower issues seems to require the York half-groats to 
be placed iu the following series:— 


Martlet 

p-p- 

Martlet-Rose mules. 
Rose. 

*t 

Martlet-Rose mules. 
Mart lot 


Earlier cross termincUs, 

ft if 1 + 

PI if ii 

» r ” « 

lister cross term inn Is. 

TH ft || 

* o fl 


if 

i\ 

pi 

IT 

IS 


The Martlet corresponds with the Lis at London ; it 
soon giye3 place to the .Rose and only makes its 
reappearance at the very end of the reign; the Martlet 
coins with the later cross terminals are very scarce. 
The keyless hail-groats of this issue are apparently 
too long a series to represent the coinage of the period 
1507-8. 

Lest it be considered that too much stress is kid on 
a matter of small importance it should Le noted that 
the cross terminals of the shape used on the half-groats 
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oi Henry VIII are but rarely found on half-groats of 
Henry YII; they are found only with the Martlet, and 
Rose marks in this reign; the following numbers of 
the coins in the British Museum and in Mr. Lawrence's 
collection may be some guide to their comparative 


oquency on those half-groat s : 

Eari/v form. 

Lath form. 

With Keys 

Martlet . 

22 

t 

Hose 

0 

2 

Rose-Mart let . 

* a 

1 

Without Keys 

Martlet , 

ill 

0 

Hose 

c 

i w 

10 

Martlet-Rose . 

• a 

L 


The attribution of the keyless half-groats to the 
Tower mint does not seem to involve leas difficulty. 
The Fheon t which seems to be the earliest mark of 
Henry YUI t is certainly the latest of Henry VII; 
the Rose would therefore he running concurrently 
with the Pbeon t if not also with the Martlet. 

We have already mentioned other Rose corns—the 
angel, half-angel, and groat of the Tower mint; which 
would appear to indicate a place for. at least, the Rose 
half-groats that have no Keys, But here again there 
arc difficulties* The Rose leaps suddenly into view 
just before the introduction of the profile issue only to 
disappear again as suddenly immediately after its 
introduction. On the groat it is in the second coinage, 
on the half-angel it is muled with the Cross Crosslet: 
it shows nowhere any connexion with the Lis and 
Pheon issues which form the main body of the third 
coinage , whereas the Hose half-groats are decidedly 
late coins, and, if placed to the Tower, must have the 
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who Ip bulk of tho Lis and Pkeon issues interposed 
between them and their iellowsc 
The solution of this problem must, for the present, 
depend tor each individual upon the answer he gives 
to the question whether tho king may or may not be 
expected to have continued the use of the Keys on the 
lork coinage during hiss tenure of the temporalities 
We arc ot opinion that all the Martlet and Rose half- 
groats, whether with or without Keys, mu fit have been 
struck at. York, but that the identification of those 
that have no Keys with the &ede vacant* period? of 
J5fKS 1 and 1507-8 presents insuperable difficulties, 

G, G. Bboohe* 

L, A* Laws esc n 
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HALFPENCE ANX> FARTHINGS OF 
HENRY VIII. 

Me. G. C. Decoke la as just been good enough to 
call my attention to a little bit of information which 
ho found in Ruding, under the year 1523^ and which 
refers to enactments of Parliament held in that year. 
We there read: M And whereas the farthings and halt- 
pennies were stmck with one coin so that the common 
people many times took the farthings for halfpennies* 
it was ordained that the farthings to be made from 
that time should have on one side a portcullis and on 
the other a rose with a cross ,H < Ending also tells us 
that the same Parliament ordered that of every 100 
pounds' worth of silver, 50 pounds" worth were to be 
made into groats, 20 into half-groats, III marks worth 
into halfpence, and 5 marks' worrh into farthings. The 
amount to be coined into pence Is omitted; but the 
remainder i £20) left over from the hundred pounds 
would presumably be the amount used for making 
pennies. The number of halfpence and farthings to 
be struck wag clearly very small. The most important 
fact in the quotation is that the people were frequently 


1 Vol r L p. 30& 
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unablo to distinguish their farthings from halfpence 
in this, the first, coinage of Henry VIII, as they were 
made from the same dies. 

Now looking to the fact that we do not know of 
any farthings at all after the cessation of the heavy 
coinage of Edward IV in 1464 or 5 until these portcullis 
rose farthings of Henry VIII, have we not hero an 
explanation of their seeming absence? Surely these* 
like the corresponding coin.? of Henry VIII T were 
■'struck from the same coin 1 '. It will perhaps be 
remembered that whan we were discuss jug the coinage 
of Henry VI I, just a year ago, this point of halfpence 
and farthings was brought up* If my memory serves 
me, I objected to Colonel Morrieson's farthing because 
it was practically indistinguishable from a halfpenny 
except by weight I also stated In my paper,- 14 The 
weights of the halfpennies are very untrustworthy 
and vary from 7 grains to 3-5 grains irrespective of 
condition 11 , findings information now helps us to 
a better decision, in that we may say, with some degree 
oi certainty, that those coins which ore in good con¬ 
dition and weigh about 6 grains or more are halfpence, 
and that the coins also in good condition and weighing 
approximately half the weight are farthings. The 
weight and condition taken together would seem to 
be a very simple way of distinguishing the farthings 
from the halfpence, but the matter is hurt her compli¬ 
cated by the definition of good condition. It is easy 
to define a fine coin as a well-struck, round, unworn 
specimen. Unfortunately in Henry VII F s time such 
pieces are practically unknown. But what of the 


1 Sum, C%nui. t I§18, 
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bulk of these small pieces? Mostly, we should say, 
they are clipped and worn, aud frequently they are 
holed. But pieces even in this seemingly bad condition 
are frequently a grain or so over the full weight 
What the original weight of one of these pieces must 
have been can only be surmised, but if a halfpenny 
apparently clipped and worn and certainly with a 
hole in it now weighs 6-8 grains, and another without 
a hole 8 grains, how Lire we to distinguish a farthing 
which might also be over weight, say of 4 grains, 
from a halfpenny struck of normal weight and really 
worn? To my mind the thing is impossible, and I 
think the twentieth-century people are in the same 
predicament as those of the sixteenth century in their 
inability to distinguish with certainty the halfpence 
from their farthings. In view of this note I have 
recently weighed ail the small coins in my collection 
from Edward IV to Henry VIII. I have thus Ibund 
one coin of Edward TV and one of Henry VII which 
may be farthings. Mr. Spink gave me the opportunity 
of weighing his coins of the same period ; I could not 
identify a single farthing. The museum coins of these 
periods give the same result. All of them are too 
heavy to be identified as farthings. 

It looks, therefore, as if the number of farthings 
ordered to be coined in those earlier reigns was also 
very smalt, although we have no documentary evidence 
on this point. 

It is perhaps unfortunate that we should have to 
leave the subject in this position ; but at any rate we 
must revise our ideas as to what are clipped coins aud 
worn ones, especially in regard to those which are over 
weight. The apparent clipping was probably done in 
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the mint. As to the loss of weight by wear. 1 am 
inclined to think that it is very much less than most- 
people think—anyhow referring to our ancient coins; 
the testing of apparently worn coins with a balance 
frequently shows this to be the case. 


L. A, Im whence. 
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THE MINT OF CROSRAGUEL ABBEY . 1 

The mi ns of the Abbey of Orosraguel—the name 
should be pronounced as if it wore spelt * Gross-regal *— 
lie In a hollow about two miles south of the little 
Ayrshire town of May bole* The monastic establish¬ 
ment to whose former existence they testify was never 
a large one. Yet it played a not inconspicuous part in 
the religious and social economy of south-western 
Scotland during the Mirldte Ages. Ait hong h its char- 
tulary T which is known to have been extant as recently 
its 1729, is now irretrievably lost, a considerable body 
of other documents huts been preserved, chiefly in the 
uiuuimcnt-room of the Marquis of Ailm, In IB&6 
ibese were published in two stately quartos by the 
Ayrshire and Galloway Archaeological Association, 2 
under the editorship of Mr, F. 0. Hunter Blair, who 
contributed a luminous introduction, tracing the for¬ 
tunes of the Abbey from its first beginnings until its 
final annexation to the Crown. A few salient points 
in the narrative may be noted ; they will help to throw 
light on what follows- 


1 The follow! off paper wiia originally read before tlie Society of 
AsUii^Liirit^ of Scotland, by llac kind perm LKiian of whose CuuucU 
it h fir printed here, the Editors hclii^ siitisfied that it in likely to 
Ittlfte«£ * ’wide circle to wlmm tin* Scottinli Society + a 
am not ordinarily accessible. 

a CftoriVrcr of iff* Abh?y of Ctmrttgutl. Appeoded h a series of 
pEiLriB and sketches of the buildings, with nole* B by Mr, Tames A. 
Morn-. A+ILS.A* 
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Au offshoot of the Clnniae Abbey of Paisley, Cros- 
t ague! was founded in 1244, through the munificence 
of Demean, Earl of Garrick, the great-grandfather of 
King Robert the Brace, Duncan's royal descendants 
nobly maintained tbe tradition of patronage which 
they had inherited. Thus, a Crown Charter of 1324- 

one of three for which Robert I was responsible_ 

erected all tho Abbey lands into a free barony, imply¬ 
ing fin Mr. Hunter Blair's words “not only the 
highest and most privileged tenure of land, but a vast 
jurisdiction over the inhabitants" 5 Nor did the 
transfer of the throne to the House of Stewart bring 
with it any slackening in the stream of generosity. 
In 1404 Robert III signed a document which is rightly 
regarded as the culmination of the long sequence of 
benefactions. This was a charter “ granting and con- 
finning to the abbot and convent, of Grosragttel, and 
the monks there serving God, in perpetuity, all their 
lands., , . To be holden, had, and possessed, all and 
sundry the aforenamed lands, by the said abbot and 
convent for ever, in free regality, In fee and heritage, 
and in pure and perpetual alms, with gallon's and pit, 
sok, sok, tholl, theme, inlaugthief, outfangthief, and 
with the four points pertaining to the crown.”* The 
last few words are specially noteworthy. In con¬ 
temporary grants of regality the guattvor puncta ad 
cvromu,! upectantm were not. as a. rule, included. 

W h,iL the giving of them involved was jurisdiction 
m crimes of murder, fire-raising, rape, and robbciy, 
Mr, Hunter Blair goes so far as to claim that their 


^ uif, 4sytl3 h 

* F ° r lin eJ ‘f j)analJoB of tbe technical tarai< 
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mention here mean s that “ the Abbot of Crcsragnei 
’was created absolute sovereign over bis whole terri¬ 
tory ' It may be doubted wbother the majority of 
charter-scholar* would endorse bo glowing a comment* 
All, however, would agree that i be treatment accorded 
to the Abbey *was a mark of very high favour indeed. 

Whatever the precise nature of the Abbot 1 * sway, the 
territory over which it extended comprised the major 
portion of Garrick—that is, of Ayrshire south of the 
river Doom The eight parishes concerned were pros* 
perom and r as a whole, wet! populated, their natural 
resources providing the material for a variety of 
mediaeval industries. References in the charters 
show that among the tenantry and dependant* were 
farmers, cottars, coal-m iners, fishermen r and for caters. 
The passing of commodities from hand to hand would, 
no doubt, bo to some extent facilitated by a survival of 
the primitive system of barter But the community 
of which Crosraguel was the centre had left behind it 
the stage when payment in kind could suffice for the 
needs of everyday intercourse. The tree circulation of 
a conventional medium of exchange was essential, and 
South Ayrshire must accordingly have shared to the 
full in the suffering and Inconvenience which Scotland 
had to endure* in the latter part of the fifteenth 
century as an outcome of the deplorable condition 
into which tho coinage had been allowed to fall. 

Although the details are still obscure, the broad facts 
of the depredation are familiar enough to historians. 
As early as the reign of Robert III pennies and half¬ 
pennies of billon, or base silver, made their appearance, 


* Ihid, t p, txxi. 
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white the plaeks and bawbees of later reigns are equally 
significant as signals of distress. At the same time the 
groats aud half-groats of 'fine silver* steadily de¬ 
teriorated in quality as compared with the contemporary 
English issues, Over and over again the Acta of the 
Scots Parliament bear pathetic witness to the futility 
of endeavouring to cure the malady by tews that were 
no better than pious resolutions. A grim commen¬ 
tary on such attempts is fund shed by the succession of 
English proclamations raising the rate of ^change 
against Scottish money or crying it down entirely* 1 
The effect of all this was as widespread aa it wji-S 
disastrous. As Enrm* puts it: M The great evil attend- 
ing a reduction of the standard of the coins in Scotland 
as in other countries was, that in actual practice this 
reduced standard was apt to be still further reduced, so 
that from time to time it was found necessary to call in 
the debased money at prices greatly below the nominal 
values at which it had been issued—a source of great 
hardship and Iocs to the people." T 

The climax was reached in the reign of James III. 
The currency trouble was unquestionably one of the 
immediate causes of the tragic happenings at Lauder 
in I4£2 t when, on the eve of a war with England, 
a number of the leading nobles fell upon the king 
with superior forces as he was marching south at tho 

c 23ee Cocbuiri'Li trick* Record# oj thr Coinwc of S&rtlarui, i T 
pp. 9 EL r *e + An np^HrlunUjr for rnt.iliation fime in the six- 
tMatli century* when Henry VIII heg-.tn to tamper with tlit- 
EnglLth. hIIt.’t currency : in 1 545 And again in 1547 the f*r ivy 
Council of Scotland took energetic uctiem p* TO) fegalari the 
"grrote* with the braid face " or + - hu^cheik arotet *> ae they ware 
appropriately n irk named from the nalisth: portrait of Henry on 
Elm obverse. 

T Coirtr^r &f Scotland, i, p. 
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head of his army, aemed and hanged certain of the 
Court favourites whom they considered responsible for 
their masters policy, laid violent hands upon James’s 
omi person, and interned him in Edinburgh Castle. 
A cardinal feature of the ultimatum they had pre¬ 
sented was that the debased pennies and halfpennies 
then in circulation should be redeemed at their face 
value. And in an anonymous prose chronicle, 
appended to one of the manuscripts of Wyutonn's 
metrical history of Scotland, 6 the condition of the 
coinage is made responsible for much of the distress 
and misery that Jed to the rebellion. In that docu¬ 
ment (he state of the country in and about 1482 is 
thus described :— 

"Thar was one gret hungyr and deid in Scotland, for 
the boll of weill was for four punds; for thar was I,] ok 
vunye in the reulm, strikhin iiu S ordinyt bo King James 
llte Hired, half-pen nys etid three-penny pennvs, iniiu- 
meruhill. of coppir. And thai void 1 twn yer and mair. 
And als was gret wt-r betwix Scotland and Inglund, and 
gret ilistruetionu throw the weris was of conn- and catolh 
And that twa things causyt brtith htingor and dertb, and 
mony pur folk doit of hmignr.” 

The wolds " blak cunye" m this passage have 
generally been interpreted as equivalent simply to 
11 debased coinageMr. Cochran-Patrick, for instance, 
was disposed to identify the chronicler's “ half-pennys " 
with billon pennies, and his “throe-penny pennya" with 
billon ptacks. 1 " But there are difficulties. It is quite 
possible that debased silver may sometimes have been 


1 The manuscript is in the British Museum (Jfoyu! MSS. 17 D. 
«J. The chronicle is reprinted in Pinkerton's Binary ofSeottatJ 
mi. i. )). iOd. 

* yoiti = pted, went, i.e. piM«d current. 

■° Ilf coni a, i!fr., p eiliii, foot-note, 
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Spoken of loosely as 1 black money': the question is 
left open by the AVw English Dictionary.* 1 It Is plain, 
however, that, like the French mannaie noire, tho 
term is properly applied only to coins of copper or of 
‘black billon—that is, billon so heavily alloyed with 
the baser metal as to be practically indistinguishable 
therefrom. Again, a Era line between white and 
black is drawn in an Act ol the Scots Parliament of 
October 111, 1467 : h The cpihyt Scott is penny and half 
penny to ha if couth as thai war wont to haue And the 
.striking of the black penny is to be ccssyt that thar bo 
nane strikyn in time to oum wilder the payne of dede.’* 
Moreover, almost exactly a year before (October 1>, 
1466; the Legislature had given explicit instructions 
tor the issue of copper farthings: 14 Item it is statute 
for the cise ami sustentatiou of the kingjs liegis and 
»i!mous deide to bo done to pure folk, that chare be 
enuyeit coppir money fonT to the penny, having in 
prente on the ta parte the cttris of Saint Androu and 
tJie crovna on the tot her parte, with superscripcioue of 
Edinburgh on the ta parte and ane R witli James on 
the lother parte." It should be added that these 
pieces, though " cunyeit four to the penny ", circulated 
originally as halfpennies. 11 

They were the earliest copper coins to bo minted in 
tireat Britain; nearly a century and a half were to 
elapse before England followed snit in 1613. And so 
rare and inconspicuous were the specimens which had 
survived that, in spite of the detailed description 
<‘inbodied in the Act providing for their issue, they 
remained wholly unrecognized until Edward Bur ns's 

“ 7 o!l *** P- MosfET, Black. 

Burui, op. cii., ii, p. IGS. 
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Vantage of Scoifontt was published In \&#7. Even 
Hums knew of only seven examples. In the circum- 
stances it is scarcely surprising that Ills predecessor 
should have inclined to the view that the statute of 
I 406 hail remained a dead letter, 1 ' and that allusions in 
official documents to black money— such as that in the 
Act of November 20, 1460, to ■* * Gore Soncrane lord is 
awne blak muuo .strikkin and preutit bo his cunyouris 
—were to be interpreted as referring merely to the 
debased placks and pennies of s white H billom H This 
explanation, already severely shaken by Burns's Identi¬ 
fication of the L black farthings % has now l>een swept 
aside by the sudden emergence of ft mass of new and 
unexpected testimony. The situation is still far from 
being completely clear* But it can at least be posi¬ 
tively asserted that during the fifteenth century copper 
coins were current in Scotland to a much larger extent 
than any of those who have touched on the subject 
had suspected* As will be seen from the account that 
fellows* some of the points incidentally raised by an 
examination of the fresh evidence nre as curious as 
they are novel 

When the Ancient Monuments Act of IB 13 became 
law. the guardianship of the mins of Crosrugud was 
entrusted to H. H, Office of Works by the Dean* of 
the Chapel .Royal, in whom the ownership of the 
Abbey is vested under deed of gilt from the Crown, 
During the past five years operations necessary to 
prevent further decay have been in progress, A minor 

L * J. XX Rupert sou, Handbook to the titiiwg* Qj Scotland 
p. 125. 

* Cf. e,g. Cadinm-Paitielr, Record*, i f p. i siviii, 
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foatoxv of these was the clearing out, in the spring of 
I919 p of ft choked-up drain which ran in an easterly 
d Lrection on the south of the cellars. Originally it 
had been the bed of a small stream whose current had 
Wn utilized to flush the latrines, which w T ero situated 
at the outer end of a long range of buildings on the 
Hue of she south transept. In removing the rubbish 
the workmen came upon a tew fragments of glass, and 
a large number of objects of metal, including many 
coins. From the written reports of Mr, W. S, Menzies. 
who was in immediate charge, as well ns from ad¬ 
ditional information which he has been good enough 
to give me orally. I learn that: the bulk of the finds 
came either from that portion of the drain which had 
formed the actual trench of the latrines, or from a 
stretch of ten yards lying immediately to the east of 
it. They were Imbedded at irregular intervals in the 
12 inches of silt composing the lowest stratum of the 
4| feet of ddhria with which the drain was filled. It 
will be evident from this account that it was through 
«ho latrines that the various articles had found their 
way into their odd resting-place, each travelling just 
as far as the strength of the current would carry it at 
rhe moment. In view of the tiny ske of many of 
them, their salving by a process of washing and 
riddling reflects the greatest credit on the care and 
patience of the staff of the Ofttee of Works. On the 
conclusion of the search they were all forwarded to 
head-quarters at Westminster, when the coins were in 
the first instance submitted to Mr. G-. F. Hill of Hie 
British Museum lor an opinion. A casual examination 
was sufficient to show Mr. Hill that they were of quite 
exceptional interest, and he recommended that, as the 
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discovery was a Scottish one, I should be asked to 
folio tv it up. The whole of the material was accord¬ 
ingly put at my disposal by M r. 0, ft. Peers, Imjiector 
of Ancient Monuments, io whom, as well as to Mr. Hill, 
f am ftirther indebted lor generous help on special 
points, 

Ab soon as the collect ion had been sorted out a nd 
looked at critically, a division into two groups became 
apparent, and was therefore adopted as the natural 
basis of arrangement The first group contains 
merely a few miscellaneous objects which must have 
dropped, or been thrown, into the trench at intervals 
extending over a long period of time. The second 
group is not Only much larger but also much more 
homogeneous, so homogeneous indeed as to leave no 
room for doubt that the articles of which it consists 
were jettisoned simultaneously nnd of deliberate pur¬ 
pose, probably because an emergency had arisen which 
made it desirable to have them thrust out of sight as 
speedily and completely aa might be. While the 
genera l principle of classification just stated was plain, 
its application presented occasional difficulties In 
other words, every now and again it was impossible to 
lie absolutely confident as to the category in which a 
particular object ought to be placed. Fortunate I v in 
such cases the relative importance of the objects con¬ 
cerned was virtually negligible. The fact of the 
ambiguity will nevertheless be noted in the description. 
We shall begin with Group I 

Ola&s (aj A rectaagulnr fragment of dark-green stained 
gl ass* having n diaper pat turn on one aide 3 it has original I y 
menraml about 2'\x 0’9'\ but uiie of the corners has 
broken away. (&) Four small fragments of a vessel, 
probably a vsiae* cf fine Venetian glass, decorated with 
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opui|ue lines and intei-mil gilding ; two apputsntly belong 
tm I ho aides of 1 he vjuj 6. Lite third la a portion of the ]i| 
and the fourth is a ' prunt \ or bramble*! ike ornament, 
which mmy have been attached to the stem. 

Coiks. la) Srnttish — A silver groat of James I: a bUlon 
penny of James 1 1 ; two bit I on plncks of James V; a copper 
turner or bodle of Charles J, the only one of the five 
Scottish pieces that is oven in fair condition* {&} English - 
Two silver |*ennies of one of the earlier Edwards, probably 
Edward II or Edward III, in preservation. (c\ 

French —A double toimiois of Francis I (1515—#7J of Mack 
bit Ion ; struck at La Koch die, r ‘ 

Jettons, Two * abbey-counters* of brass. The larger, a 
‘Nuremberg jetton*, ha* n diameter of and has on 
the one si do a convent ion ulifced representation of & ship, 
while on the other dde arc four fleurs«de-]is within a 
lozeng&slmpcd framework; the legends are meaningless 
(Gf. Burnnrd, The Cast mg'Count er ¥ P- 2I0* No. 

FL xsrix, 9.) The smaller, which is so much clipped jw> to 
leave a diameter of only km on the obverse a shield 
charger! with fkurtvde-lis, ami on the reverse a cross,■— 
types Imitated from French fifteenth-century gold. Both 
are of the same period. Tho clipping of u brass piece is 
difficult to aceounL for. and suggests that the jettons may 
possibly ladoilg to Group II. 

Otiieh Owsm or Metau, (a) A ring of soft white metal, 
perhaps silver, decorated w ith a cable-pattern and having 
a heart-shaped ornament ju place of a stone; it has a 
diameter of O-S&L and was probably intended for tho fore¬ 
finger. I b) Two fragments of a very small iron ahentli of 
quadrangular jetton, with pieces of wood adhering to the 
inside, (c> The brass matrix of a seal (Fig- 1). lea T-shaped 
and measuring l*0*'x(MP'< The back is smooth* with n 
midrib which runs from end to end, gradually broadening 
and thicken mg as it ascends, until it terminates at the 
top in a projecting loop. The loop may conceivably have 
been used Tor suspension, although it seem* more likely 
that its real purpose wah to serve as a him die when the 
sea! was being impressed. The device, which recalls that 


11 Ofcr. [FRAN D - G ] FR AN[COR REX] Thme fleqfr, 
d, Li^, ft„, SIT . NOME[N DEI BENEDIJCTVM Cr<* Rp 

within a trsfiftaL'ifr iif foilr arcs' beneath croa. 
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of the general seal of the Abbey, 1 * i* divided into two i^qnal 
parfcSr Above, within n shrine aitHnoiiuted by » er^as* is 
a iialf k^gth figure of the Virgin, offering her bresist to 
the Holy Child ; bets^itb, under a canopy, is a bilM^ngth 



Fro. L 


figure of a monk 1 with bunds upraised in AdtiUition. 
Around is the legend SMM'lQHHClhI-DB GttRRRlf 
where S’ is 3 of course, a contraction for SiptQum, while 11 
may porh;L|i* denote H[enrki ?]* 

ft is worthy of remark, as confirming the principle 
of division adopted p that the period within which the 
constituent elements of Group I must be supposed to 
have accumulated corresponds roughly to the length 
of time during which the buildings were inhabited. 
The limits are given by the coins, which cover all the 
centuries from the fourteenth to the seventeenth. The 
jettons may safely be dated to circa 1600. The Vene¬ 
tian glass, on the other hand, as Mr. A. 0, Curie 
informs me, is considerably later. For the seat-matrix, 
again, a fourteenth-century origin is most probable. 
True, the spelling of the local name seems older; in 
the Crosragud documents of the fourteenth and fif¬ 
teenth centuries the common forms are b Carrie 
+ Oarrik\ * Carryk \ and *Carrjc\ whereas we have 


11 See G&iufwv, ii, Kejntiipiece. 
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to go baok to tbs thirteenth For "Karroo 1 (1244), 

1 C™k 1 (1236), and 'Carreik* (1226). tT Style* how¬ 
ever, is the only trustworthy criterion, It should ho 
added that wo have no means of identifying the 
" monk FJ who chose a territorial designation so wide as 
w of Garrickand yet deemed it enough to indicate 
his own name by a mere initial. 

Before dealing in detail with Group II, it will be 
well to fit plain generally that it is made tip partly of 
coins, and partly of an omnium gatherum of brass, 
copper, and lead. The coins number 197 in all, 20 
being of billon, 156 of bronze or copper, and 21 ot 
bras*. The billon piece* are sadly discoloured. But 
those of copper and of brass, though sometimes pre¬ 
senting a wholly or partially blackened surface, are 
frequently not far from being as freak and bright m if 
they had been recently minted, 88 The striking is 
almost invariably bad. Thanks to this, rather than to 
the wear and tear of circulation, the task of decipher¬ 
ment was extremely hard. Eventually, however, it 
proved possible to distinguish five separate classes, 
some of than) containing several different varieties. 
One of these classes is entirely unknown elsewhere, 
while another has hitherto been regarded as native to 
the Continent. The weights, it may be observed, are 
anything but uniform, even when the types are identi¬ 
cal, and the shapes are in many instances irregular, 
sometimes approximating to the srpiare. Finally, the 
presence of an unmistakable * waster \ struck only on 
one aide, has a peculiar significance Taking eveiy- 

IT See CJurr^r*, i f pcwai m. 

lr Mr, Wibun FfttetUi of tbo Cuke of Work* m^ures me that* 
beyond waging the mud away. no effort wj* mude to rigfcn them! 
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thing together, we Are farced to the conclusion that 
the coins of Group II were minted doso to the spot 
where they were found- Thai opinion is confirmed 
by the occurrence in the am niton gatherum of two 
copper blanks that have never been struck at alh 1 * It 
is further borne out by the character of the remaining 
oddments of metal, or which there are as many as 3£5, 
chiefly of brass: they give the impression of being 
raw material out of which blanks were intended to be 
fashioned. In short, coins and oddments combined go 
to form a medley which cannot be explained satisfac¬ 
torily except on the hypothesis that wo are face to face 
with the sweeping.* of a money era workshop which had 
to be hurriedly abandoned. The coins will require a 
somewhat full discussion. Much more summary treat¬ 
ment will suffice for the oddments, and it will help to 
clear the ground if we get rid of them, fiivt- 
The list is m follows s— 

Buil {a) It ipt—£13 small pieces of brass, nut unlike Ingft 
for bootUcos, They range in length from 1-5" to G-5% 
with an average of abou 1 G-7o' y * The diameter sehlrnn 
exceed! 0*06", and the average weight is &§ grains i>r leas. 

Menzies has suggested to mo that their original purpose 
who to lw lined as tapestry ends* Buckles— six bin^a 
hisekiwip two of which are broken, and portions of four 
others- The tongue remains in only two cases, (<?| Pins — 
forty three brass pins, complete with beads, and portions 
<-f fifteen others They vary greatly in thickness, eorne 
being extraordinarily fine, and range in length from 2*4" 
to G-8"* The heads lire generally rolled, but occasionally 
round. That of the longest of all, however, is peculiar : 


u * On re-fexRnuuing thftse h I am inclined to think that an attempt 
has been made tc strike one of them. If the attempt has been 
a faihirej and the blank must have been thrown aside «l* a + tranter \ 
for it has never home any intelligible design, being for the mmt 
part entirely smooth, though unworn. 
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tliG pi^Uil dividpH ;it the top and then bends round on either 
^idp till it joins the stem again, ihm forming a ‘crutch", 
with two complete loops. [d\ Xttdles six brass noodles 
■ ■r I'nfiions of iib-'iit-s. The only one which is porfocl has 
a Itfligth of 245% AnotJu-r, which wants the eye, must 
onBiiMlly have measured 3" (<-} Mtmnthys mid clasps 0 / 

fHKtks r ca$ksts< Ljr-—twenty-two fragments, ^onic of them 
decorated with hatched marking (/) Mhorliaraous 
yixt) -two articles or pyrtiDbs of articles, indEKlinga weight 
l®' f?ramn), an ear pick, two fiagmcntH of chaitr-ftimour. 
a sii LiL 11 section of * Trichinopoly clidii^ part of a m-umt- 
mg that has perhaps belonged to a knift\ two small staple, 
part of*hinge* an *eyo\ lioohi, detached links of ehsiim* 
and one or two portions of thin sheets, suitable for cutting 
into blanks and allowing murks of the Scissors. 

Cofpee (a) Buckles — ( wo copper buckles, one of which is 
complete with its tongue, and portion* of two others. 
(£*) il/iiCfWrtflt'pjfjw ji portion of thick copper wire, a hook, 
and a round-headed dud ; two smtd\ ndelenninate 
fill Laments ; two UTlfituupt! d blanks, weighing respectively 
d and 2-5 grains.; a si mil I piece of melted copper, am] 
ri very fituflll fragment which is obviously a J &p]nah " from 
the melting-pot. 

Le^d, (a] Bullae — sis fairly complete, four of them bearing 
more or hm recoguizAbk devices. One 1ms what seems 
to l>e a mitre, with indecipherable markings to ], aliovo ; 

another has a small fleur-de-lis* with beneath it; 

a third has a gateway, with triangular pediment and port- 
c li 1 li-! r flanked by two tall pillars ; and the last has the re- 
mains of a wreath, wh ich may have enclose! some emblem, 
W Mi&dtencvm—ti small oblong (0 k (P5" * 0 04"), 
liming on it the mark of the Incorporation of Hammer^ 
men la hammer surmounted by a crown), and fifteen 
nondescript leaden fragments of various shapes. 

r riie total weight of tho oddments just enumerated 
is ^ gniins, *252? being of brass, 347 of copper, 
and 526-5 of lead. They would thus have been suifi- 
ijmiit For tli 0 production oi a large number of blanks of 
the size required tor the coin* that were found along 
with them; the brass aleue might easily have !>een 
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good ibr as many as 4 (HJl The suggestion that ibis is 
the purpose for which they were intended is supported 
by their general character. The evidence of the 
copper—the two unstamped blanks, the lump from the 
melting-pot—is specially important, That of the 
brass, however, is hardly less convincing. It is true 
that isolated objects like the ear-pick may conceivably 
belong to Group I. But the appearance of whole sets, 
such as the tags or the pins h is not to be accounted for 
on any theory of casual loss. Moreover, some of 
the pieces would appear to have been deliberately 
broken up for convenience of handling. The testi¬ 
mony of the lead is more uncertain. Had the bulhe 
stood by themseIves, one might have hesitated to place 
them in Group XL it is the presence of so many 
other fragments of the same metal that has determined 
their place. If it be objected that there are no leaden 
coins, the reply is that the lead may have been used 
in the manufacture q( 1 white' billon. 

Leaving the omnium gatherum, w r e cosue to the coins, 
in describing these it will be best to begin with the 
classes that are already familiar to numismatics ; ~ 


Peski^ of James III 



Fns. 3, 

Obv. +QHI0BVS DGltftfteX. Bust of Ihe 

king, crowned, facing. 

/to.-+V ILL T£; BD mBV RGL Cross pitU*; 
in each quarter, three pellets. 
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BiIIod, Ebvnu specimens Weigh ts in xflxmv— 
7 i- 7- 7 - ®i» 6 it 6 , - 4 . 4i, 34 , 3, 2J. AH 
sm; m sucli poor condition that the description 
and illustration havt? hnd to l>o eketl out bv 
reference to Kurus, Coinage of SenHaml, :i F 
pp, 161 f., and ili. PI. xliii, Fig. 562. The 
I ottering ig usually illegible. VariaHrm : One 
fitweini.ju steiua to have read VI IjJjjT tU>| 
BVR, and another VfJj IjjE fJDHt BVRG. ,# 

As has already been stated, the poor condition of the 
coins is in till probability due to ind liferent striking, 
combined with the miserable quality of the metal. 
Their average weight is much below that of the ex¬ 
amples Catalogued by Bams {he, rft), which range thorn 
11 grains to 4. Even without the evidence of the 
company in which they were found, one would have 
been disposed to set them down 113 1 contemporary 
imitation*’ rather than as genuine issues of the official 
mint. 


Pen-hiss op James IV, 

obv. -*]jraoBvSDtrrajumexsat> t, Bust of 

the king, crowned, facing. 

Re b.— ^.VELi LJIDa GDJft IfVRCf Cro^pattee; 

in the first and third quarters, a fleur-de-lis ; 
in the second and fourth quarters, a crown. 



*'lo. 8. 


Billon, Nine specimen*. Wejghta in grains— 
IA *> 104, 64 . 64 . 6 , 5| p 5|, Si. 4 *. On no 
specimen, except perhaps the heaviest | Fig. 3}, 


■* SSSSSSiSS? E *5tai7 
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are the letters completely legible, Fartetiona : 

viii Lire Dm bvrg and vil hmr 
oi rm m<?> 

Though here described ns being of billon* these 
pieces seem to be a I most of pure copper; they show 
little or nu trace of whiteness. The heaviest, which is 
ft to the best executed, may possibly bo genuine. The 
"f hers are certainly * contemporary imitations \ Apart 
from their bad style, their weights are significant in 
this connexion. The corresponding examples in 
Bums are much heavieri ranging from a maximum of 
1& grains to a minimum of 8J. a 


FAWimsGE of James IIL 
First Variety. 

flfc—T^IxROX*SaOTORm Crown. 

j^._^VIiiL2EaDUiBV^ R& St. Andrew's 

enross; on either; side* a small saltire. 



Fia P 4* 


Copiur. Nina specimen*. Weight® In grams— 
7. 4 :, 4 j. 4p 2J-. 2J, 2% r 2j. The shapes 

A re irregular* one Wing almost square. The 
striking ia again wry IndL Only on two 
examples in the M taring at all legible, and 
only on one of LhoM are the mint'marks dis¬ 
tinguishable, while the stops are everywhere 
uncertain. Fig. 4 has been completed with 
lho help of Burns, Coinage of Stttiumd, iif, 
PL xfiil, Fig, 5130 a 


o/ ticotlu nd, Li, pp. 22 SL 
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Second Variety, 

obv^+mmmvs im gr ®>. 

Buriuaunied hr a crown* 

Jtev, +l r lljIiJE HUItfRVR , St, Andrew’s cross* 
with a crown i>n the upper portion; on caeli 
aide niieJ Wnrath, n mull hjl] tir^ + 



Fig, 5, 

Cupper. Nine sped men h, Weights in gniinn - 
&l, S^h 4^ 4. 3j r Si. Si, S, 3|, The shape* 
herp are h>*a irregular limn was the with 
the First Variety. The lettering is alao, as 
a rule, more legible. On one or two examples 
the salt ire between the lower arnih of the cross 
Is not visible. 

It we recall the detailed description given in the 
Act of October 9 b I4f>6 1 of the copper money that was 
to be minted four to the penny-—- H having in prente 
on the ta parte the crois of Haint Androu and the 
crovne on the tether par be, with snperscripsione of 
Edinburgh on the ta parte and ane R with James on 
the bother parte * -it will at once ho clear that the 
eighteen capper coins recorded above are s black far¬ 
things ot James III. Boras* sis we saw* published 
seven similar pieces and identified them correctly, 
drawing attention at the same time to certain features 
which suggested that the Second Variety, to which 
four of his seven specimens ho long, was of later issue 
than the First 31 As there is documentary evidence to 
prove that in 14£6 P at least 1,440,000 wore ordered to 

n up* rtf, ii, pjj, ten f. 
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be struck ** the excessive rarity of the surviving ex¬ 
amples may s^m to be surprising. Yet, when one bas 
handled those from Crosruguel, and has coine to 
appreciate their small ska and their general fimmness, 
the wonder grows that any at aU should have been 
preserved. 

According to Burns (foe* ciL ), the standard weight 
tbr the issue oi 1466 was 7*36 grains* Two of his 
specimens of the Firat Variety are more than up to this 
level (7-} and 74 grains), and the third is considerably 
above it (9 grains*. Mis inventory of the Second 
Variety is not quite so satisfactory. Of one of the 
four he had only an indirect knowledge. The others 
weighed 8 r 6$, and 5}{ grains respectively, So slight 
a falling off may well be accidental. It is otherwise 
with the new examples from OosmgueL In no single 
one of the eighteen cases U the standard weight 
attained. In as many as eleven there is a deficit of 
50 per cent, os compared with the norm. The average 
tbr the nine farthings of the First Variety is 3^ grains, 
while for the nine of the Second it stands at 4J* It 
will he remembered that thu billon pennies already 
dealt with were characterized by an exactly analogous 
weakness. Had our list stopped short here, therefore, 
it would have been fair to infer that the products of 
the workshop at Crosraguel were merely ‘ contempo¬ 
rary Imitations such as must have been abundant in 
these lawless and unsettled times* But there is yet 
another variety, whose existence would have sufficed 
to prove, even without the support that will be forth¬ 
coming presently, that the monks were not mere 
copyists. They were innovators. 


51 Ibid,, p, m 
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Third Variety. 

Mr.—Similar tr* Obt* uf First Variety. 

Hep —similar to I?et\ of First Variety. 

RnigSL Twenty spmmem. Weights in grains — 
l&i- 10, 9 r 9. fl|. 6^ P 6| ? «J/6£, 5{. 5| + 
fl, 4J* *4 4 -, 4« 2;j, 23 . 2. The irregularity 

of the shapes b very mark'd* the majority 
being more nearly square than round, as if th* 
blanks had been cut from sheets with a fteisser^L 
As on the capper, the legends arc- very imper¬ 
fectly legible On one specimen, however, a 
well-marked saltire U visible between the third 
and fourth letters of VlLLiTC, 

When these pieces are placeti alongside of the 
examples of the First anil Second Varieties, their bright 
yellow sheen is remarkable So far as I am aware, no 
other British coins of brass have come down to us from 
any period.^* On the other hand, the Continent pro¬ 
vider an instructive analogy. Just as the farthings of 
copper are s black K money, corresponding to the conti¬ 
nental moumtie# noirw, so the farthings of brass musn 
be 'yellow' money—a counterpart of the mommies 
jaHnes occasionally mentioned in mediaeval documents, 
a?i fbr instance at Oambrai 4 * Incidentally it may be 
noted that the won naif# jttune# of Cam bra i were also 
an ecclesiastical issue. But in strictness they were 
tokem,*truak for a definite and limiter 1 purpose* although 
they found their way into circulation as an ordinary 
currency j M whereas there is nothing to indicate that 


13a For early fomjriesi, hewerer* *eie Brit. Sum* Jpunt , it. 1006. 
pp, 311 If. 

51 .'/««- lit fa Son. ftAmuIatiOn d* CnmLrat (1828), pji. 238 yud 
p, 31 L 

J Kviuy^r, XfJifil poyr.^r/TM' t\ F rVidii, Jfi MjfnwijLt it\ /?fit jVutttff- 

wnO'vMf, 1349, p. 38i^ 1 tiiku Lhi^ opportunity of ackcoirledgiag 

mj cbli^ithiRi to Rciuyef a admirable essay. 
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tile follow i&r things from Crofiraguel were designed to 
serve any other end than that of coins. Nor was 
the use of a new metal the sole innovation for which 
the Abbey was responsible. There is every reason to 
believe that, it went further, and employed types and 
legends of its own. The evidence for this has next to 
be considered. 

Ckohhaguei. Pennies. 

First Variety. 

Obe— +araGBVS*0© GR2i: Rax A regal orb 
or mound, the globe of which is tilted slightly 
downwards, its is shown by the cuito of the 
central band, while the cross on the ton of 
the arched band projects beyond the dotted 
norxter jk> ns to serve as & nrint-niflrL 

Be *.—KmVKjPGIjIiJTUOie ORlIdi!. Double 

for lripl.il- 5 treasure of four arcs, decorated with 
a dot at each of the four points of intersection, 
and enclosing a Latin cross; the whole within 
a plain circle, between which and the inscr. is 
a border of dots. 



Fig, fi, 


Copper. Twenty-one »p*dmcns. Weights m 
gmins-34, 32$. 25, 24. 24, 214, 21, 20, 20 
m. is. 174. 174 . 1 % ill, m, iff 
1312J, 10. t ariations in Gbv.: The O is 
occasionally open. Sometimes X is followed 
by T, and on six examples all the stops are *, 
In four oases, ns is shown by the inclination of 
the arched band, the orb is turned slightly 


“ 1 dout rt whether it is erer redly intended to be triple, 
■rout tbl. m* ikuki it. 
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to r» t instead of to 3, Vaiiatitms **( fifx \: 


ORii imi, umii, aRisii, amni p *mi am i 


nil occur, while two specimens road simply 

PfiltlrlT - 010‘aRMfl \ ttifl typ* (ortho mint- 
mark) doing duty *s the subject of the sentence- 
Hem find there the C zb o|tfU. The stops sire 
usually ■ or : T hut one specimen has ^ and 
another has *. Li a few instances the final 
atop ir omitted as on lh& obverse. The type is 
rarely modified, but in one oase there are three 
small dots nt each of the points of intersection 
of the arcs, with a larger dot lor an annulet) in 
the Apace outside. 


Second Variety. 

Otr—4®imiOBVSs D0I*GR3E R0X*. Similar 
type, I nit with the globe tilted slightly upwards, 
as ifl shear n by the curve of the central I hand. 

Rgk —+0 RVXi PflliMT lOie sOftm Similar 
type, hut at each of (he four points of in tor- 
section of the arcs n dot T with tin annulet in Hie 
space outside. 



Copper. Twenty-one specimens* Weights in 


grains SSJ, 2^. 2% 24*. 28** 2l P 20| t 19, 
J% 1% J8| t 16*, IB. 16, IB| P H t 14,14. 


l^fc. 1OJ. ^1- Forfcitioni m Obv.: The C is 
sump times MjwjD, and * p jj, and J also occur 
as stops, lu every case, however, the globe is 
turned slightly towards the r., m is shown by 
the inelination of the arched band, roriafiorks; 
in Jfaft.: QRlffl and 1IRII. The open C is 
very rare, Though the ni hit-mark is usually 
present, it is omitted for tack of room in at 
least fourcases^ while in three It appears u& <** 
Therf Lh considerable variation hi the stop^ : 
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In ono insfriricp 3 and ' are ti^-cl altornatflly. 
At the intorgo<#ODft of tho area, at least five 
forms of ornament &ro used b^stdea tb^ dot 
iind annulet of Fig. 7, — a slug]® dot, a single 
annulet, a sal.tin* a saltire and an annulet* 
* trefoil, 15 

Third Variety. 

Gto.— -H 3 ECOBVS DfflGRK RHX . Sknifcr 

type, but with a rosette at the point of junction 
of the two bands, 

Htv -+CRVX;PHLLJTiOlH:ORi Shmhur typo. 
but at each of the four points of intersection of 
the are* a trefoil. 



Fifi. B-" 


Copper. Eight specinkins. Weights in grjiins— 
m m J7. 17. m, UVIZI. 13. venations 
tn Qbv.i the <1 isolated in four cases, doubtful 
sn two other*. In three instances the atop^ 
ure : : in two they arr» uncertain. On foin 
examples the globe Is shown by the inclination 
of the arched band to bo turned to the i; p 
[□stead iif to the 1. as in Fig. 8. FSstWdtf ronj in 
7tet\ : Three ex Amplee read ORAIi, Five have 


11 Th« foregoi ng 1 iit of vurktiotii ran nol \m regarded an completc 
i -ther for Obr. or i?rc. M any of the coin* are to Udly itmek that 
the d(taili are uncertain. 

The dmnghtiman ha* not Vhovvn the stops in the O&e. leg end 
They am very obscure, but I think they are present in the form 
of small rive pointed star*. Further He Imj rendered Ibe last letter 
of the jRVr. legend an M, not I + 1 be Sieve be ha* been muled 
by the <vigt! of the fracture. Finally, In placing an annulet on 
tlu- Rrr. beyond the trefoil, he ha* followed the illuntration m 
Mtm. dt fit dm Antifr rfc f 'tvHct, lSo5 s p. ISO, which lac had 
before him; but sec in/ro, p. 293. 

Y 2 
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(he open C F one has U, and hvo are uncertain. 
In tli reo the atops are instead ef ‘ . and 
in une they are , while the remaining piece 
is douhlfuL The onwuent at the points of 
intersection of the arcs is in ihreecwfi n saltire 
with an annulet outside, in one a dot with 
an annulet outside, nnd in one a stun11 five- 
pointed star. 

Uncertain Variety. 

Obv." UnsEaitipedr 

Rei \—Similar to the precedi ei^ varieties, but deUiil^ 
ijuite obscure. 

Copper. One specimen. Weight in grains fj. 
This is obviously n ‘waster'. and attention 
has already lieeu drawn to the significance of 
Us presence. 

That the fifty-one pieces just described are pennies 
will be clear from a consideration of their weight, as 
compared with that of the black farthings. Although 
they have never before been catalogued as Scottish, 
they are by no means unfamiliar to students of 
mediaeval numismatics. As long ago aa 1B35 a speci¬ 
men was figured in Lelewel's Numismafigue du moy&* 
tigp.,^ where it was assigned to James II of Aragon, 
ruler of Sicily from to 12£J6/ S whom Dante twice 
over singles out for censure for his Sack of kingly 
virtues. 311 In lR4fi two examples were described iu 
a German periodical,' 11 and a few yearn later two others, 
both in the Bibliothfequc Nationale, formed the subject 
of a paper read before the French Society of Anti¬ 
quaries by M. Duchalais. In this paper sound reasons. 


u FI. it, 3L 
w Op, d£^ iii r p m 42. 

: viL I <<H, r and IWoT/tt, sit 137 ti 

A N ir*w. Ztiittnf, me, p r 144. 
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stylistic and oilier, were advanced for rejecting Le- 
lawei's attribution, and it wag argued that the coins 
ought to be transferred to the consort of Joanna II 
of Naples, Jacques de Bourbon, who for nearly two 
years (1414-10) enjoyed the title and prerogatives of 
royalty; 33 In 1861 as many as nine specimens were 
catalogued by Neumann in his Bench rei&uug der 
bekmntexten Kupfermmsm** There they are still 
placed under James II of Aragon, but the suggested 
correction of Dacha inis is mentioned with evident 
approval. F in ally , in vol ix of the Proceedings of the 
Berwickshire Nalurati&fF Club 34 there is an account of 
two which were found about 1879 on the line of the 
old Edwardian wall at Berwiok-on-Twead. Curiously 
enough the writer, while apparently knowing nothing 
of what Lelewel and DuchaUig had said, harks back 
independently to Aragon. Hi a view is that the coins 
are Spanish* not Sicilian, and that they were minted 
by James I s who was king from 1213 to 1276—an idea 
that is stylistically even more impossible than that of 
Lokwal. He adds the fantastic surmise that they 
may have been brought to Berwick by some of the 
Gascon horsemen who are known to have accompanied 
Edward I in 1298 when he was marching north to 
victory at Falkirk* 

In all these disquisitions the true character of the 
obverse type succeeded in escaping recognition, some¬ 
times by the narrowest of margins. Thus in the case 
of the Berwick coins, which dearly belonged to the 
Third Variety* the representation of the orb is 


as .VfrVj, dt ht Xociftt dot /Vajicc, I^-«5 h pis. 180 fF 

31 Bd. II, P |1* $73 r. p Nil*. 17570 17578. 

H pp. 7f. I am indt-bfcil io Mr, J. 13, Vmw for ibis reference. 
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described as followsj ‘'Within a triple circle, & hand 
grasps, as if to hold together, three bands stretched 
archwise across the disc j the middle one of which is 
strongest. ' And that is characteristic. Duchalais, 
indeed, realized that the object was a globe, and argued 
that it must be the emblem of sovereignty. But he 
tailed to observe that the mint-mark was an integral 
part of the main design, and ho was accordingly cou* 
strained to seek excuses for the absence of the conven¬ 
tional cross upon the topI s * Neumann* came even 
nearer to hitting the nail on the head. Unfortunately, 
however, it was only on one particular specimen that 
he brought the hammer down, obviously thinking that 
the resemblance he had detected was purely accidental. 
The source of the motto on the reverse lira likewise 
been generally overlooked. Jjuokfilais contents himself 
with remarking that it is “ tout a fait dims Is (jo,It 
ilaliett '. 3 ' The others do not comment upon it at all, 
while twice it is so mangled in transcription as to be 
absolutely meaningless, 1 ' In point of fact, as Mr. Peers 
indicated to me when handing over the Hud, it is the 
first line of a verse of the hymn of Prad anting, Ants 
Somnum :** the devout are urged to make the sign of 
the cross before retiring to rest, for— 


" dp. ert, p. 189. 

M ®P- r,, >j p. S90, where be remarks of tlra test of the nine 
he describes: “J5u» pam* mil An hh tm dm aiusmn 
Rand rrirhtrtdrn Krruze in drr Umithrifl rbttm Rrithaapftl tihnUrh 

n Op , m$. r I GO. 

■ CRVX - DEI ■ ET VIDERI in flu. &{im 9 , ms, ,>. lm. 
| lD<1 CRVX • PELL IT OZ ■ CR VC la B*nc. Jft* Club ^.. 

ii. p. T. 

* l m 
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Crux pallit ernu* criim.n i 
Fugimd crneem tenebmp: 

Tali di cat a sigito 
Mena fluctuate owe it 

The current theory that the coins ware struck oil 
the Continent—probably in Sicily or in Sou them 
JUdy—hm not so far been overtly challenged by any 
one- At the same time it baa always been regarded 
with a certain amount of scepticism by those who 
knew the persistent, fashion in which isolated examples 
are wont to emerge in Scotland, Every specimen 
whose history' I have been able to trace has been 
found to the north of the Tweet] + The two from 
Berwick have already been mentioned. Here are a 
few others that have been brought to my notice since 
the present investigation began 

BmekJcshirt, A few years ago Mr, John Ovens dug up 
nu on usually well prefer™! specimen in the garden 
of Fonlden Mouse, four mile® from Berwick-on-TwoedL 

fladdinglonshirt* In May 1019 a specimen was picked up 
on Tnpiun Law r by the wotrkmou engaged on the escii’ 
rations; it who lying on or near the surface. 

Edinburgh* The Ancient Monuments Department of 
H. 3L Office of ‘Works haven specimen which was found 
by l heir workmen al Holy rood in January 1017, 

F\ftsh ire* Dr. Hay Fleming hns shown me four specimens 
belonging tc the Cathedral Museum at St, Andrews. 
The label states that they were discovered at the Kirk- 
hengh Liiow KirkbiH'i in bSftO* 

M q ns tf shirt. There are two specimens from Hie i-ulMu 
Sands in the National >Ius«-um. In July 1910 Mr. Gaidar. 
Ferres, brought me for identification ji third specimen 
which he had himself picked up in the snmo neighbour¬ 
hood, while there La a fourth from tliia locality in 
Mr, Graham Callander's private collection. 

Wighntfitrz. The National Museum pnsses-sestwo eiamples 
from the Glenlnce Sands. Sir. Ludovio JI c Lelbn Man d, 


296 


GEORGE Macdonald. 


wbo Itflu Wn 3 ^s|Hj]Ltiifite for n good 4«&1 of excavation 
in and about lb* shore* of Luce Bay, tells mo that his 
harvest of relies ineJud#* mj fewer Us an ten of these 
pieces In sending for my inspection the only one of 
them at the moment accessible— it was found in Stooey- 
kkk Sands in Msy 190S- he mentioned that the stratum 
from which they a] I conic yields fragment of mediaeval 
glftia and pottery* 

Ayrshire Mr. Callander informs mo that tie saw u 
specimen being picked up on Steveoston Sands, near 
ln r iiie, and Mr* Matin ’writes that he knows of 
others from the locality. 

The foregoing list is, of course, anything but ex* 
haustive, Yet it is long enough to prove that the 
pennies with the orb anil cross had tt wide circulation 
in Scotland, particularly in the south-west. On the 
other hand, none seem to have been reported from 
England, except the two from Berwick-on-Tweed, 
while inquiries instituted some years ago by Mr. Hilt 
elicited the information that they are not met with on 
r.he shores of the Mediterranean, although it is just 
there that we should expect them to be common if 
either Lelewel or Due I t ala i s were right. Even cm 
grounds of proeewnnre, therefore, the case for a Scottish 
origin was already overwhelming. Now, by way of 
final proof, comes the evidence that specimens were 
actually minted at Croaragueh But, it may be argued, 
is it not possible that these may be merely ‘contempo¬ 
rary imitations', just as were the billon pennies and 
black farthings with which they were associated ? That 
objection might be answered more iScaUvo by asking 
what waa the prototype on which they were modelled, 
and where it is proposed to find room tor it in the 
ordinary official series. Furthermore, when the ex¬ 
amples from Orosraguel are compared with those from 
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Other parts of Scotland h one can detect no sign of th© 
former being copied from the latter. Neither in 
execution nor in weight is there anything to choose 
between them. 

But the strongest justification for calling them all 
Crosragnel pennies is writ large upon the coins them¬ 
selves* lu the documents the name of the Abbey is 
spell in no fewer than forty-one different ways, some 
of them ns seemingly eccentric as l+ Crosragmer" and 
' Crosmgin *\ m Nevertheless the pronunciation of four 
ur fire centuries ago must have been substantially 
identical with the pronunciation of to-day. This is 
plain from the fact that wherever "do Crosraguel M 
is Latinized, it is rendered by *■ Gruels Kegalia' 1 , 
Although the Latin form does not occur until 1547-4S. 41 
it must reflect a popular etymology that had long been 
current, [u a charter of 1415-tfi, for instancy the 
spelling is i+ Cor&reguale \ 11 The name, then, would 
sound to uiediaeval ears much as it does to modern 
ones. If we bear this in mind, we shall find it hard 
to resist the conviction that the two typos aro in¬ 
tended to be taken together ns a i canting badge "* 
On the one side, prominent alike in type and in 
in scrip tic JX, is a Gross, and on the other is the orb of 
sovereignty p which was above all the regat emblem. 
The conceit may seem childish; but, if it be so, the 
same is true of devices like “the pomegranate at 


4 * t7A<irf*rtn, i, p. btvL 

*' jw., p. ioa 

u IMd* t p, 42. hi ihh form it is the second part, and more 
especially the a^onil syllable! that is dgaiticant. A& regard* thr 
B^t syllable, “ Cor& " is a not nacommon variant for the inorv 
usual “€rt» N or ifc CrcisH h ', 
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Granada, the gate (iantta) at Genoa, the sheep 
issuing ifom a house at ScbaffTiaaseii, the monk at 
Munich, the ladder utcniu) of the Sealigsrs at Terona, 
and many more 

Thus much for the mint. The date is more dihkult. 
Even here, however, a little search reveals a clue. 
The earliest Scottish coins on which the king wears 
an arched crown—that is, a crown surmounted by an 
orb—are the three-quarter-face groafe, formerly at¬ 
tributed either to James II or to James 1V 1 hut shown 
conclusively by Bums to have been first minted by 
James III about 1485J 4 On these pieces the plain 
cross on the top of the orb projects into the line of the 
inscription and is made to serve as a mint-mark, pre¬ 
cisely ns oil the Oroeraguel pennies. No doubt u was 
from them that the monkish designer borrowed the idea. 
We cannot, therefore, he far wrong if we assign our 
pennies to the Just Hen or twelve years of the fifteenth 
century, a conclusion that tiarmonizes perfectly with 
their general stylistic character. In all probability 
their issue extended over a considerable period. That 
inference may safely be drawn from the large number 
of dies that were employed. From this point of view 
the inventory of variations that woe included under 
each of the detailed descriptions given above tells its 
own story plainly. And the lists would be lengthened 
considerably were there added to them the further 
variations observed on the specimens from elsewhere 
that have passed through my hands. One of those from 
St* Andrews, for instance, just like the example figured 

See mj Ewltrttiw of Coinage, a till for similar conceit* in 

lOtknt timet, ibid., p. 76, 

11 Coimrpe qi f Scotia tut it, pp m 128 W. 
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by Duchakb,^ has a trefoil and uu annulet at each of 
the four points of interaction of the area on the reverse, 
That from Fcmlden House, again, reads 0th instead of 
the usual 0lH t a modification which appears also on 
the two examples from Herwiab-on-Tweed. If the 
published description of the latter can be trusted, they 
show the farther variation of liltTKtlllE in place of 
6R3t*' Lastly, it is perhaps worth noting that a large 
proportion of the specimens found elsewhere than at 
Crraraguel belong to the Third Variety. 

Choseagukl PAarnraua, 

First Variety. 

0^—+IMI0BVS*<0*0kR*. The letters IR 
surmounted by a crown. 

iEet'c —$UQ UB PJS VP. Long cross patter; in 
altcrmit* quarters, a crown and a mullet of nix 
points* 



Fio. 9 . 

Copper, Forty specimens. Weights In grams— 
f J< 7^, 74. 64. til, 64. fit til. ft Al m N1 ?jl 



*■' See .<uprtt 1 p r 29L foot-note £7. 

R Prvc. Bme. iVof, Club, ll. p 7, k ii not (may to flee how tpace 
could be found for any ihing sat p e the contraction, But it is equally 
difficult to beHeve that the writer Luws made a mistake 1 demise, 
oddly enough, he puts the spelling ptjciu In the forefront of Ihs 
i.irgumt.nl- for a Spanish origin. Thin i&. of course, abuurd, for 
f/™wu is the form ordinarily «k< 1 on Scottish (ami Engirehi coins 
of the period* whenever the word ii written hi fall. 
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striking is imd, Vurmitom m Qbn. : The stops 
are often doubtful, 1>ufc in at least four cases 
the saltire after the first word Is single, not 
double, Variations rit Jfov,i In ten crises tho 
crowns are m the first and third quarters, and 
in five they are m the second and fourth, while 
in the remaining twenty-five no certainty is 
possible. One specimen rends PJEV, in n single 
compartme u t, wi th n otbing else logi hi e On it, 
therefore, the iiisor, may have had the fuller 
form ffiOfl HT7T P7EV PHR.* T 

Second Variety. 

O^r,—Similar to First Variety* 

—Similar to First Variety. 

Brass, One specimen. Weight in grains—0|. 
Octagonal in shape. The striking is badi And 
the types and legends consequently obscure* 

Third Variety. 

fftr. —Trefoil with short stalk ; in the centre, a mullet 
of five point h ; within each of the loaves, a 
fleur-de-lis pointing outwards ; to L and r. out- 
side, in the spaces between the central leaf imd 
the lower ones, a crown. 

Rtr -—fllO PK VP HR Long cross, with floriated 

ends; in each quarter, a mullet of five points. 
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Copper. Forty-two si>ecimeQ5r Weight* in 
grains—8$, Si. 7*. 7*, ?£, 7, L % 6, 0. fi, 
H* Hr % 5|t Hi 64, b. 44, 44, 44 , 44 , 

% Hr % Hr 4*. 4 + 4 . 4. b4. 34 , 34 , :ii, y, 
1 ^. 14 , 14 , 14 . Tho shapes- ore irregular, 
occasionally rectangular, and the striking is 


17 See the imeription on the Third Variety* torfru. 
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more l*ad. In ti fteen eases tho iuBtr. is so 
much obscured that oim cannot bo cert&ih 
that some of the pieces are not really of the 
Fourth Variety. Variatitm in Htv. * The form 
€ occurs on two or throe examples* 

Fourth Variety. 

Okr.—Similar to the Third Variety. 

R?r r —Similar to the Thin) Variety p hut with SCO 

liH Pn VP. 


11 . 

Chopper, Five* speeiiuem?. Weight?* in grains— 
10Jp 7, ti.j. rtj-. On no example is the 
inser. completely visible. Variations in ifrr,: 
On one the fourth letter has tho form fh The 
mullets on another have six points* 

There can be no doubt as to these eighty-eight coins 
being farthings: it will be noted that they correspond 
in weight to the black farthings of James 111. from 
tho Second Variety of which the obverse type of the 
First and Second Varieties of the Orosmguel pieces 
has evidently been copied. The obverse type of the 
Third and Fourth Varieties, on tho other hand, 
appears to be entirely novel. Moreover, on the Latter, 
the royal name does not find a place at all, a alear 
indication that they cannot be 1 contemporary imita¬ 
tions’ of any regular issue, but must represent an 
independent Abbey mintage. Such a mintage would, 
of course, be designed primarily tor use within the 
limits of the territory over which the Abbot's authority 
extended. Whether the farthings evor obtained the 
wide circulation that the pennies enjoy ed T it Is impose 
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sible to say. They are so small and inconspicuous that 
the absence of evidence is not neiiessEirily decisive' 
what happened in the case of the black farthings of 
Janies III should *erve ns a warning.** Hitherto there 
was no- reason to suspect that the Crosragttel isam* 
existed. Henceforward examples will be looked for. 
and may quite conceivably be discovered in unexpected 
places. Indeed, since this inquiry began, I have bad 
two previously unidentified specimens of the Third 
Variety brought to my notice by Mr, John Allan. 
They had been presented to the British Museum ten 
years ago, when they were classified as ‘uncertain*. 
Nothing was known as to their prevenance, but the 
donor, Sir. W. U, Valentine, bad expressed the opinion 
that they might be Scottish* 

Great interest aU-aches to the inscription* tor help 
in deciphering which 1 am indebted to Mr. Hill. 
Ira obvious expansion is MONETA PAVPERVM or 
41 Money for the Poor ,r . The legend has no counter¬ 
part on contemporary English or Scottish coins, bat 
it occurred to me that it might have boon borrowed 
from France, particularly as Crosmgtiel was a 
t'luniac ibundation. I accordingly communicated 
wdtb M. Adrien Blanc bet of Paris, on whose guidance 
I knew I could rely. In spite of hk familiarity with 
the mediaeval numismatics of his native country, 
M. Blanchet was unable to provide me with a French 
analogy. Up the other hand, he drew my attention 
to a curious parallel from the Low Countries, which is 
figured and described by Engel and Scrrure-^ It is 


11 Sk idjtna, p r 275. 

** NMmiamrittqMr (Sit mmnw ui r pp* 114 f. 
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a fifteenth-century denier struck at the Church of 
St Martin iu XJtrecht, and having on the reverse 
DJT ■ IS - DER ■ ARMEN PEN(flbf) or " This is Money 
for the Poor 1 '. The coincidence is remarkable. But 
it would be rash to interpret it as implying any direct 
connexion between Utrecht and CrosragueL Iu all 
likelihood it is purely fortuitous, explicable as the 
result of the working of similar causes in Scotland 
and in Holland, • If we can determine what these 
causes were, we shall he in a position to appreciate 
t fie lull significance of the inscriptions. 

Engel and So mire regard the Utrecht legend as 
meaning [hut the coins wore destined to be distributed 
us akus. That interpretation is too narrow; it conveys 
but a pan of the truth. Indeed, to impress a special 
stamp upon pieces intended tor almsgiving would to 
some extent defeat the purpose of the dole, by rendering 
it less easy for them to be absorbed in the ordinary 
currency. Other alleged instances will hardly bear 
investigation, Two of tho most colourable may be 
briefly mentioned. Engel and Serrure 5<l register and 
describe as a “special issue tor royal almsgiving" 
a unique silver penny of Pepin which has on the 
obverse DOM-PiPi and on the reverse ELIMOSINA, 
Their view is, however, rejected by Blanc het, 41 who 
suggests that the penny “has been struck by some 
- Lurch which used the legend to signalize the monetary 
concession that the king had granted it for its main¬ 
tenance and support ,f . Again, many years ago, 
M. Bancoisne published, in the Heme de lu Numis- 


“ Op. cit,, i, p;i. 19# t 

11 .Virjnwf iff iVnm./ninpnV i. 1SI2, jj, 857. 
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ttWtiqtte Mge** tokens from Arras which he considered 
to be maondy money On the ground that they were 
inscribed MERELLVS MANDATl PAVPERVM. The 
appearance of the word nwindaiwm links them at once 
with the feet-washing; it was the usual name of the 
ritual, whence the English 1 maundy \ 53 But the fact 
that they were mereUi is inconsistent with the idea 
that they were distributed among the poor persona 
whose feet had been washed. Rather, they were 
handed to the ecclesiastics who were present, as a 
means by which participation in the ceremony could 
afterwards be attested* * 34 

For a really illuminating parallel we have to leave 
the Continent and the middle ages, and paas to the 
England of the late seventeenth century. Over and 
over again the copper tokens that were then so 
common strike a note which is almost, startling in the 
closeness of its resemblance to that sounded nt Croa- 
raguel. There is abundant justification for the remark 
that l+ the main idea and reason for their issue was, 
in very many cases, kept we It in view—namely* that of 
being of essential service.to the poorer res! den ts'\ w Here 
are a few instances culled at random—REMEMBER 
THE POORE (Andover, 16o8) r FOR THE POORE 
(Andover, 1666), FOR Y^ POORES BENEFIT (An^ 
dover, 1666), THE POORE’S HALFEPENY OF CRGY 


* ii. 1^ pp. S *nd 12 f. 

The word* of the Entt antiphon Bimg at the celebration were 
taken from thou addressed by Christ to His disciple* after [fa hod 
w-^hed their feet: “A new commandment ilfantfariifri worttml 
T give unto you, Thai ye lore on* another ” 

* For the im- of b genend, mo the already cited article 

of Rcnyer in Num^ 1849, pp. S56ff., 

Williamsoni ctL of Boytpl? Tmdr TWm* t i + p. xii» r 
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LAND (Crowknd, 1070), FOR THE POORES 
ADVANTAGE (South wold, 1067), TO SUPPLY THE 
POORES NEED IS CHARITY INDEED (Lichfield, 
1670). But it must not be supposed that such ex¬ 
pressions as "the poor's benefits "the pooro’s 
advantage h, f and 11 the poora’s need” refer solely to 
alms-giving* The provision of an adequate supply of 
small money was at least equally important. This la 
dearly brought out by the FOR CHANGE AND 
CHARITIE of Tamworth, and it is set forth at length 
in a State Paper of August in, 1651/** which contains 
11 Reasons submitted by Thomas Voilet to the Mint 
Commit tee to prove the necessity of making farthing 
tokens, and half-farthings either of copper or tin 
The essential pointy deserve quotation;— 

2 . r 4< Money Is the public moons to set a price upon all 
things between man mid mao, and experience haa 
Hufficteirily proved in all ages that small money in so 
needful to the poorer sorts that all nations have en¬ 
deavoured to have ifi” 2 r [It is also indispensable] + *for 
the accommodation of all sorts of people who buy or sell 
smalt wares** 1 & 11 A plentiful supply of small pieces 
ministers means of frugality, whereupon men con liave 
a farthing's worth, and are not constrained to buy more 
of anything than they stand in need of, their feeding 
being from hand to mouth.” 4* " Many aged and 
impotent poor, and others that would work and cannot 
employment, are deprived of many alrus for want 
of farthings and half-farthings; for many would give 
a farthing or half-farthing who are nut disposed to give 
a penny or twopence, or to lose time in staying to 
change money, whereby they may contract a noisome 
smell or the disease of the poor/ 1 

The evils which Voilet proposed to remedy, and to 
meet which the token coins were struck, must have 

* ^ op, pV,* i, pp. xxxviii f. 

■I’Mlay -cttsrcr, m in. mmir, „ 
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been felt in England long before his day e In point of 
fact Rouygr,* 7 writing of the reign of Elizabeth, uaoa 
very similar language to describe the inconvenience 
that resulted from the lack of any coin of less value 
than the silver penny p and quotes from a contemporary 
author a statement to the effect that, as there was 
nothing smaller than a penny to give to a poor person, 
many people were prevented from bestowing alms at 
all. If* in the light of this, we turn back now to the 
Act of the Scots Parliament of October 9, 1466, we 
shall understand, much better than we did before, the 
motives which prompted James III—or rather his 
Ln.lviscrs, for he was himself but a boy at the time—to 
arrange for an issue of copper* It was u statute for 
the ebo and susteutation of the kingis liegla and 
airnous ddde to be done to pure folk". That is merely 
a variant, in Parliamentary language, of the FOR 
CHANCE AND CHAftlTlE of Tamworth. The idea 
was expressed more briefly still in the MONET A 
PAVPER VM of Crosraguel It follows that in Scot¬ 
land the * blak ctmye 3 of the fifteenth century had 
exactly the same economic justification as our copper 
coinage of to-da}L What happened was that it be¬ 
came confused in the popular mind with the depre¬ 
ciated silver, shared the obloquy which rightly fell 
upon the latter, and was in the end involved in a 
common condemnation. Possibly it deserved its fate, 
for it is by no means certain that its authors would 
have been content to regard it a$ a token issue pure 
and simple.^ 


r ; T titr, Xtm. f 1S49, p B 369. 

Hu din, itepouse auj pa ntdo&t3 du seigneur d*> J/ al&drO re# (15601 

■ d tbs common it ii lipnifie&ni that the Aut of the Fri*y 
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Titers remains a difficult and important question, 
which it is at least desirable testate, even although the 
materials for answering it appear to be inadequate. In 
virtue of what right did the Abbey of Crosraguel strike 
money of its own? No such privilege is known to have 
been enjoyed by any other monastic establishment in 
Great Britain, During the ninth and tenth centuries 
Canterbury and York issued silver peonies bearing the 
names of the archbishops, but the practice had been 
discontinued some time before the advent of the Norman 
kings. Ecclesiastical mints, of course, survived much 
longer. Thus, it is matter of common knowledge that 
under the earlier Edwards (1272-1351) five English 
prelates had an active interest in the striking of money 
—the Archbishops of Canterbury and York, the Bishop 
of Durham* and the Abbots of St. Edmundsbury and 
Heading*^ But the money of these prelates was royal 
money. It bore the king's image and superscription, 
and was distinguishable from his other issues only by 
the name or the mark of the mint or of the moneyer. 
The same was the case with the Scottish coins struck 
at St. Andrews under the concession granted to the 
bishop there at some unknown date, and confirmed in 


CounriJ i'February '1% 15&4-5) which ordered the uLrikin^ of lions 
or hardhead* in ilia name of Mmy, seta forth, as the main r™n 
for the i&gue a that “the commons pupil ar grefamly hart and 
^ndommagir and tliikL the ritiilli r fit as braid, drinte, flench e, 
fiicfre. beant sauld in small ar set to higher prices and jjraUr 
derth nor they wald be in enm tbnir wer sufficient quant he off 
smal I money A jml icioua h Lie tin u is mdnt ained as to the enormous 

profit that would accrue to the Mint. (Bee Bumf, Cfrtoogr* 
SortfomI r Si, pp* 310 t) 

*' For a detailed discuniioii of each of tb-ctfe cases see H. B, Earle 
Fox and Shirley Fos in I he BWtM Numinnatic Journal vj 4 1D L0>. 
pp. 206 ff, 
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12&J by Alexander IIL ei The peonies and farthings 
of Cro&raguel arc entirely different What they seem 
to point to is a .special abbey coinage such m one fre¬ 
quently meets with on the Continent, 

The subject of abbey coinage# is very large. Ef era 
there is room tor only the baldest summary. In Italy 
they are rarely heard of, doubtless because there the 
Papal mint was an Aaron's rod that swallowed up the 
rods of the other magicians* * In France they are 
rather more common. In the eleventh century P for 
instance, Quny which was tho ultimate mother-house 
of Orosraguel, struck pennies and halfpennies with the 
legend CLVNfACO CENOBIQ PETR VS ET PAVLV5, 
and its monetary history a whole was considerable 
enough to furnish M. de Barth^lemy with matter for 
a monograph ,** But it is mainly from Central Europe 
that the abbey coins come, many of them belonging to 
(he age of the bracteates, although a few are a good 
deal later than the Reformation* Unlike the rulers 
of the Western Kingdoms, the Emperors were anything 
but chary of bestowing on religions bouses the poU- 
stoiem percutmr&m monetae ordinandi or potenfatein 
iudfjidi rnorntfim . OccasiiMully the written record 
survives, although no coins have b^en preserved to 
ilhistrate its testimony. Conversely there are cases 
where the existence of the coins is the only evidence 
that the right was ever conferred. The latter is the 
type to which Crosraguel would conform, 

Bunu t o/k i , pp. 159 ft, 

P far* Sum., IS42 b pp. 33 ff. At Clnnj the abbey coinage whb 
^rurk under E-apal nuthfrrfty, IL fie @Lirlhelem_? quotes fram 
a Bull of Gregory VII aeldreaird to Abbot J fugues: pirtuw* 

*vmm quoqHt proprii numixmntiM r fl yuonttae quandoautipi* rrl 

qUnndtH rphi* piacugfii,** 
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It may be that, if it had still been extant j the 
ohartul&fy would have given us a cluo r or it may b& 
that some yet unpublished document will one day 
throw a gleam of light on this os: other Scottish abbey 
coinages. In the meantime we are perforce driven to 
conjecture. Wo saw that our coins were minted in 
the latter part of the fifteenth century. We ha vs good 
reason tor believing that that was one of the great 
periods in the history of CrosragtieL Abbot Colin, 
who was head of the community from 1460 to 1491* 
enjoyed the special favour of James III and wag a 
regular attendee at his Parliaments.' 133 It is in the 
last degree unlikely that in such circumstances he would 
have set up a mint of his own without the express 
sanction of his sovereign, A far more probable expla¬ 
nation ia that, m view of the remoteness of the district 
from the centre of administration, the King may have 
allowed his friend the Abbot to minister to the needs 
of the numerous dependants of the monastery by sup¬ 
plying them with a special currency. Even though 
the concession covered the employment of distinctive 
types, it would not involve any serious abridgement of 
the royal prerogative, so long as it was strictly limited 
to the issue of small change, as was the English 
token-coinage of two centuries later. And it will L-o 
remembered that the whole of the Grosraguel pieces 
concerned were either pennies or farthings. It may 
be convenient to give a summary 

BlLLOJi. 

Peniuuof Junes HI * . - , * it 

Pennies of Jam« IV . . , s fl 


" Charters, i, p« xxxiiL 



:iio 


GEOKtiE HACDOVAliP* 


COFFEIL 

Farthings of James III. 
First Variety , 

Second Variety 

Crcsragnul Pennies* 


n 


First Variety , 

21 

Second Variety 

. 21 

Third Variety, 

s 

Uncertain 

1 

Crosraguel Farthings. 

First Variety , 

. 40 

Third Variety, 

. 43 

Fourth Variety 

6 

Brass. 


Farthings of James IIL 

Thin! Variety, 

* 20 

CrosrngueJ Farthing. 

Second Variety 

1 


Total 


197 


The facts as to the inauguration of the mint of 
Crosraguel Abbey may be obscure. But there can be 
little doubt as to the manner of its end. It lias already 
been pointed out that ita activity must have been 
rna i nta s tied for severe I years.* 1 Presuma bly i ts suppres¬ 
sion was one of the many steps that James IV took to 
ensure that his authority should be respected through- 
out the length and breadth of the land, '■ Legislation, 
commerce, the administration of justice, intellectual 
development—in aU these there was a forward move¬ 
ment that distinguishes this reign from those that 
preceded it,"* 5 The annals of the coinage of France 


** See vupn^ p. 

13 Hume Brown, MbtaryafSntflmmii ed + I&11. vol* L p, 273. 
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present ns with more than one picture of what we may 
suppose to have happened. At Macon, for example, 
in 1867, and again at Anton twenty yearn afterwards, 
the officials of the Cour des Monnaies made a sudden 
descent on the premises of the chapter, and seized the 
dies And other implements that wore employed for 
the production of the tokens which were used in eon^ 
nexion with ecclesiasbicai ceremonies. The protests 
of the monks and their appeal to Parliament were 
vain They had infringed the jealously guarded privi¬ 
lege of the king by allowing the tokens to be diverted 
from their proper purpose and to pass current among 
the townsfolk as ordinary coins, 1 11 The pretext for the 
raid upon Crosraguel would be somewhat different. 
Its upshot was very much the some. The dies and 
everything of value would be carried off while the 
rubbish was thrown hurriedly into the latrine-trench, 
it was an ignominious close for an institution that 
seems to have been unique in Britain. Yet, if the 
rubbish had received more honourable burial, even 
the zeal of the Office of Works might have failed to 
unearth it. In that event we should have been left m 
ignorance of a singularly interesting episode. As it is T 
the long-standing puzzle of the Crux pel!it pieces has 
been definitely solved, and a new foot-note has been 
added to Scottish monastic history* 

0 KOE'..rE Macdonald* 


Sttf Etoajcr in Jktf. S r \ntf. h 1849, pp- 5S06 J. 
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L*HrUrnismt: primitif th la Maddome pmuvc par hi Namis* 
matiqu*! it tOfdu Patigec Pur J P SvoROtfOfl. PorL 
{Leranx); Ath&ne£{EIefthereudnkish JtHfh {Eitmitdu 
Journal Intcrn&twnaj tTArcMdogie Numismaiiqite, vcl 
xis r IRIS-10.) Pp, xv+JSSj with 10 pMeftind map. 

The title of this pamphlet (a paxnphlot, it Jihoijld be 
remeui Wred t is defined as a small unbound treatise, especially 
on a subject of current interest) is not the leant interesting 
thing about U + There was vl time when the Greeks d«pis*d 
the Macedonians us barbarians. Philip and Alexander 
proved very effectively that their barbarian culture was nut 
to be despised. From an archaeological point of view it 
ought not to bo necessary, at this time of day, to enlist the 
services of imniinmatica to prove the Haljenigm of Maceden, 
Perhaps the distinguished author would have gained more 
adherents to his wwwh if he hod published bis work in two 
forms; one, a popular book, fnmkly addressed to those who 
have to decide the political fate of the Balkan nations; the 
ether, a purely sc tout 3 he treatise, an chequered by passionate 
outburst such as [bat on p. lift* which, brat written in 
PJlU h at the moment when ' J notice arm£e. conduits par notro 
nouvet Alexandre. Is roi Constant m r ilcraae Ita hordes bub 
gares dans la grande vie to ire- de KitkiV, lias now, in this 
edition of IfGft. required to be furnished with an appropriate 
palinode. But the reader who distrusts the contamination 
of archaeology with politics may in this case compose his 
featft. Even if the first impulse to take up the subject may 
have been inspired by the political situation, yet alter the 
inception the argument, so far as we can soe^ is purely 
archaeological, It is true that it hspeciil pleading ; indeed, 
one of Use cleverest pieces of special pleading that wo have 
encountered in the field of numismatics for a long 

And it U with mingled amusement and admiration that we 
have read it; amusement at the ease with which it is possible 
to make long-accepted theories totter and all but collapse, 
until reconsideration restores them t slightly modi tied, but 
littk the worse, to their old stability ; and admiration at the 
whole-hearted way in which the author attacks his subject, 
bringing his wide reading und unrivalled ingenuity to bear 
with the moat telling effect. 

It is quite Impossible to deal with more than one or two 
of the questions raised by him ; it would require a pamphlet 
of the same length to cover all his field ( The most striking 
claim that he makes is that entire senes of elect ruin coins 
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which have hitherto been attributed by most writers to 
A^ia Minor must bo assigned to Macedon. It is Incredible, 
he thinks, that the gold-producing district of ML Pungaouni 
—milch mote prolific in gold than nny other district within 
the range of ancient civilization—should bo unrepresented 
by a local coinage. It is. however, by no means an in¬ 
variable mile t hat the peoples of a district rich in s particular 
metal should use that inetal for purposes of coinage. It ha-^ 
been remarked, for instance, that certain districts of ancient 
Gaul which were exceedingly rich in gold had no gold coinage; 
thus the coinage of the Tarbelli was of si Ivor, not of gold, 
M. Svoronos quiU justly argues that too much stress must 
not be kid cm the argument from provenance. The evidence 
should be used with the greatest caution- On [k 214 the true 
principle is slated gold travels more easily than any other 
metal from its country of origin, especially if it conic's from 
a country which k backward in industry and culture, Here 
51 r Bvoronos is arguing that (lie known Ionian provenance 
of the slaters attributed by Gardner and damesou to tho 
Ionian Revolt proven nothing. On p. In5 he uses the 
evidence of provenance to support tbo attribution to M auction 
of the primitive coins which have a raised square as their 
obverse type. If. as it appears, the provenance of this 
class, fnr :m known, is consistently Macedonian, the use 
of U as evidence of origin is certainly jus tillable. Again, 
Fried lander's attribution of the little coin with the goose and 
lizard to Macedon, on the ground of provenance, especially 
it has the support of identity in type with silver coins of the 
district, is quite sound. But as regards the great mass of 
oilier coins which M. Svotonos pryp^ to remove from 
Asia Minor he will have to provide evidence that they ate 
at least frequently found in Met codon before ho will shrike 
the t ruditiuEilfcl attribution. Let us remember, turn that gold 
travels easily from its source even in an uncoined state. 
There is no need to deny that the mmtfl of Asia Minor may 
have used Macedonian gold for their coilist. 

Let us consider his attack on Ibo Ionian Revolt attribution 
a little more closely, Ha has no difficulty in detecting its 
weak points. Where, for instance arc the Revolt coin™* of 
Miletus, which instigated tlie Revolt, and supplied eighty 
ships at Lade ? And what of Myiilene and Tees ? Gardner 
has said* and with reason, lbat chance may yet reveal the 
Revolt abaters of these places But BL Svorunos can hardly 
hud fault with Gardner for failing to provide a coinage 
for Miletus when he hitusclf tells us p on the authority of 
llerodotus h that Miletus bad not sufficient resources to bear 
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the enormous costa of so groat a war. [Wo may remark in 
passing that all Herodotus m iys in V* 86 Is that Hecntoeug t 
in trying to dissuade the instigators of the Revolt, argued 
that Miletus was weak—an argument sufficiently belied by 
what Miletus did in the way of a fleet!) Another objec¬ 
tion to the attribution it* that some of the types of the 
alleged Revolt coins do not correspond very well with 
the types of the silver of cities to which they mne 
attributed The flow, for instance, is a very different 
thing from the Lesbian hoar ; the sow is one of the rarest of 
coin-types ; and it does occur on the later silver of Methane. 
(This is one of the boat points M* Svoronos makes.) Again, 
the electro in sphinx corns attributed to Chios seem to be 
rather earlier than the time uf the Revolt. Those which 
M. SvofOnos illustrates certainly are; but there is a Chian 
electmm btater of later style which Mr, Mavrogordata 
assigns, very reasonably, to the period of the Revolt (iYujik 
€hnm t 1915, Plato ii. 101. M. Svorooos makes great play 
with the argument that none of the primitive silver sphinx 
coins, which aeem to go with the earliest elect rum, was ever 
found in Chios or its neighbourhood. What is Ids authority 
for this sweeping statement ? Movregordato describes sixteen 
specimens of silver in his firat Iwa periods (down to 545 u.c.1, 
(I exclude the doubtful pieces of Aeginefic standard.) Of 
only eight of those is the provenance stated. How does 
M. Svorouoa know that not one of the eight remaining 
specimens was found in Chios or Its neighbourhood ? The 
fact that a find recently made in Chios contained no coins 
earLier than Mavrogordato s Period III prove® nothing more 
than that the earlier pieces were withdrawn from currency* 
The argument for the Chian origin of the primitive sphinxes 
is further strengthened by the fact that they (with one 
exception, which seems to be of Eqboici weight) are struck an 
the same 4 B Chian ,T standard as the Later coins* M, SvorOftes 
wuuId like t». give them to Assortis, tci which he has with 
some plausibility assigned the later coin* with a sphinx and 
Iho tattem AiE P These later coins are of Eubolc standard and 
typical fiat Macedonian fabric. How many instances of the 
use of i ho Chian standard for silver at an early date In Maoedou 
can M. Svuronos adduce? and what can Ijo more vivid 
than the contrast between the thick, punch-struck fabric— 
thoroughly Asiatic—of Ikeelectron* coins which AT. Svoronos 
so boldly claims for Mncedon, and the flat anvii*situc 1 pieces 
of silver which are certainly Macedonian ? 1 As Mr. Earle 

1 Certain coins whi^h at Brut dghi seem to Lur xnvil'Stnick wiirc 
probably struck with a punch of which the head outside the area 
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Fox 1ms remarked, in a passage which ha-* not received the 
attention it deserves (Corolla Xurnismatko, p. 43) p the ooinagi. 
of Europoitii Grwce P with the exception of Athene is during 
l he sixth century comdylently an vi bat ruck, Punch-striking 
eventually succeeded anvil-striking hi many places hut it is 
doubtful whether many mints that liad begun to coin in the 
Asiatic manner took subsequently to anvihstrikmg. If 
Adorns produced punch-struck silver and elect rum at an 
early period, it is highly improbable that its later coins 
would bo invil-gtruck. 

Nut content with appropriating the electmm and silver 
of Chios, M. flvoronos daiiii’, the eWtrutn statom usually 
assigned to Laiupaacus for Myrkinos. Space forbids our 
dLscuftshig hia arguments eii detail; suliice it to suy tlmt, for 
him, the monogram uf AP which is found on a unique 
slater in the Jameson Collection nitons Ariataguras, and &h>- 
1 which comes on the- well-known group of rather later 
style niKLti* Xerxes, These ingenious identifications, sup¬ 
posing that the style of the coins permits of their mcceptiuio: 
fa 4 nest Eon which requires to be settled), do nob however., 
necessarily involve attributing the staters to Myrkiuos, the 
city which ArisUgonu controlled. and winch, sonic fifteen 
years after the collapse of the Ionian Revolt, we find included 
in the Empire of Xerxes. It is quite easy to construct 
another hypothesis which will lit the AP and I. It 
must be remembered that the Lampsucene* were, like the 
Cyricenes. a sort of international currency. What more 
natural, then, than that Aristagoras, when in need of coinage 
for the financing of hi* Revolt, should have had it made for 
him at the mint of Lmup^icus and marked with hi is Diono* 
graai ■ Equally well, too, might Xerxes* on the point id 
invading G reeee, have made Ufre of the mint of Lamp&icu^ 
in th< j same wav. This is of course pure conjecture ; but it 
has the advantage of leaving the eicctmm staters where they 
were. As a matter of fact, I ho coins marked I are probably 
later than the time of Xerxes. But H in any cose, if all tin- 
elect ru m Fegasi ary taken away from Lampaadua, what, we 
may abk } were the ^swrfji which wo 

know, from Attic inscriptions^ to have formed oue of (he 
most important currencies of the middle of the fifth century? 
Tho pure gold coinage of Lampsucus had not begun by that 
tiuiCi Have they all disappeared, like the staters of Phocaea? 

of fc.hr design had byen bevelled off or hft nearly Hat, See, for 
maUiim 1 . B. M, C., Attica* PI. ib 6 , 7, This fabric seems to be 
chAracteriBtic of toeilof the Revolt eketnuo, including the ipliin* 
■tateri. It does not look like lrun anvfl^trikiug. 


MG 
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That is ? of course^ possible; hut, when we have a series of 
fifth’century electrum coins of Asiatic fabric and styk + the 
type of which ia the paiusemun of Lampsacus fas is proved 
by the inter coinage of that cityh is it really reasonable in 
mthdnw them and give them to a town in Haecdop which, 

though it was an ft gold-producing district, ts not otherwise 
known to have issued any oaf ns? Surely not; especially fi^ r 
by If* Everonoe’e own admission, the art of the coins is such 
that Aristagoras must have imported MiJesinn workmen to 
engrave his dies. It was simpler to send his gold to Asia 
Minor to be tamed into coin. 

The length at which we have discussed two of the tunny 
startling suggestions made by M. Evoronos may l>* taken as 
a measure of the respect which we owe to his learning, ills 
book, even if it contains a number of highly disputable deduc¬ 
tions, Is most suggestive, like everything he hm written j 
and little but good can, in the end, come of a thorough 
shaking up of our ideas about the attribution of the early 
elect rum coinage. G, F. II. 


MISCELLANEA. 

A Touhvai Half-opoat or Heviiv Vfl L 



Th bough the courtesy of Messrs. Sutheby, Wilkinson, and 
Hodge, 1 am able to publish an entirely new and extremely 
interesting coin. It is ft half groat of Tournni. The exis¬ 
tence of ft coin of this denomination lias never been suspected 
up to the present. It resembles very closely the portrait 
yroat, from which indeed it only varies by a slightly more 
abbreviated obverse legend, In size and in weight. 

Obn. —mm. C crowned hSnRIQ'.cD]^Gfilf\KC[X. 

FRU^eSpTIGL. Stops, saltires. liust of 

king to right in profile els oh the Grout 

(p. 181). 

Exactly similar to Groat (p 4 1SI). 

Wt. IDS grs. Eric Col lection (Sotheby's, Per. 

1019), L M. Hewlir, 
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SroroEioa, L'Htflnmw r* 

priinili/ dr la AftfWtfoiJi#, 312- 
316 

-ftEid Aunxni) Miunoi ■— 

A Medal uf Wide &t*lbrr r 
tit 562 

L 

< * Impenitor", cr/inip« by the. 
514 

IllgliMp John, modal of* hy £kd- 
dnni, 63 

J. 

Japi« II of Aragon, Swts coin* 
wrongly attribute ta, 595-207 
Jena#* ill of tkotlindp dopreeLii- 
tifjj3 of currency tllid<B?v 372- 
574 ; cupper fnrlhlnc flf h £74- 
275 ; coins of, found ■* Cro-x- 
283-285 j Abbey pen¬ 
ning nf r 559-297; farthing*,. 
299 301 

Jr met TV nf is-± n-t 1 »i a lI h coins of 
found nt Cmsragn^lp 281 
Jersey, Earl of, i**> Villiera 


Ik* 

Lark Hill find, 4A-60 t ^nins do- 
IhiIeiI. 63-00 





rrfJ>EX. 319 


Lavtrtsce, L, A- S— 

TKi's Lark U i ] 1 - WnnHftter) Find, 

«MtO 

IT . 1 1 f-[kt 1 111 1- ! and FaribLngK r>f 
Honrt; TOI 1 2&5-2fl!J 
— and Bboaiie, O. C. i— 
Martlet and Bw Half-grouts of 
Henry VU T 3&7-261 
(i4ulis]» win* found near, 
IB(nnte) 

Umunit lelradrachm of, ac- 
quiri'd bv the British Museum, 
A 

LL’ifiiui StolOr P T , Room 
moneyer, 8G F 40 

Lu^dunum, tin- mint fd, 42 

Llui>u&, C Annins, Roman 
moneys 224 

LvaLiu.udiu.i, Hint of ttlstars of, 
0-10 

W 

MaCIWaI-P r <trOHOE : - 

The Mint of Crorogunl Abbey, 
SQM]I 

Marin h, C, n coinage by, S7, 

Marsh; W. 1L:- 
Nutc cm Pontile* nf Alfred. thn 
Great. with the obverse 
Ic^nd ditidad into tiuei 
or four part* 

Marital, mini-mark on hatf-groata 
of Henry Til; E57-2(W 

Mivtudly, Uarol*;- 
Tins Lo^l I»ue!» of Ci old Hnd 
Silver from I be Sanatoria! 
Mini o-f Rome, ^d4 
The Origin* of the tmpermJ 
Coinage in Repnhlivan Times, 
±J 1-234 

TheTrlhuntala PoUlUi of Xaro + 

100-200 

M *Veoou nrAtb, J- 
A Further Koto bn (bo Coins of 
Chios, 217-S20 

Hutapentun], did rabbin of, with 
head of Hehmlea, squired by 
the Brit lh-Ii M mourn, 2 

i Jftjujm™ f legend on Cro&* 
ruguel coins, and it* pimlhbp 
3*2 3M 

N\ 

Kern, l -: f> • rin b of, 121-127, neti* 
■ I n the 3VAuiifd4 ftjfrjtn* bf T 
109-201 


Ni'iivL'Eyliav, Ci-nuUhli coin* Mid 
to b e found at, 13 (noEb) 

Newell, Edward T. 

Tbo Prelim pariftl Coinage of 
Roman Antioch, €9-113 
Nikolls*, King of P»ph o#, 04-65 

Nikoklc*, king of Fni'hoi, tolrsi- 
drnchm of, wUll Alexander'* 
types, 

NUehumaIj magistrate nf Chto*, 
213-219 ‘ 

NOTICE* or IbKKS >— 

Srownbip Jo ah N., 

primtfif tic In ifotj-itenir, by 
G. F. Hill 
/feme b*I\F r 2Q0. 

No In, didracbm of t a^qult-pd by 

lb.' British Museum, I 

0. 

Oiij^lan, CoUugpa 'if, 22^ 299 ; 

Hf ts'i* Augustus 

Ode of Burgundy, Coin of, found 
at Lark Hill, 4B 

OrfAX, C. I— 

Tho Chronology c^f the Coinage 
of AntEbchiut IX of Syria, 
201-2Id 

F, 

Paphb*. -win Hjf NikoklM bf F 64- 
65 

Parthian coins acquired by the 
British Museum, U-13 

FctninhisTurplHjuins, P., Roman 
oioxiajar, 36 

FhwtUS, HtaUT Cif, with Til bis and 
dng, acquired by the British 
JtuMjQm, 11. 

Philip Phitadelphusp coins of. 29- 
’d r coins of Homan Antioch 
with typos -?f r flu-113, 

Fhilip II of Iliisecdon, coins of, 
acquired by Uab British 
Mnsoum, 7-fl 

PbiElp III iif Macednn, coins of, 
nc^uirotl by tlie British 
Mu^-uni, 8 

Fompslus Magnus Gm., coimL^i.- 
Of, 23-1 

Fygiitt H Tbemtw, ovorseer o( Vork 
mtntp 3e9 

Pytlnif*, misreading for PythiOft 
h' name of Chian magistrate* 
217 
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IXDEX 


a 

Rnu) r m j >a«2FP4’ of Bury St, l>|- 

zeinp cl>:9 -s,. t-S 

Hf'.-af Bd$* a NotJco i..f, 253 

fi id i r »• r. Bdhi'iliktp mr-d il - by, ftJJ 

Hrttll.It*k, TT*V. FtHFAFl2 — 

Thnv I r,L rn SelcuuiiJ CoIn* and 
IlsoEr Pmlslcrns, 13-31 
ftffBb&t monetary ftytttm of„ 111 
171 ; A ngntidiui njiiEtui. 114' 
121 : Tforw’M riifrrrrn-!p 121-125; 
S*nlb;i i** CcrnimCnlu^ 125-120; 
the Ai.tHinJfiinnEi^ h L8U13&; 
SOTflTLIl .VlPJ£*fiiiB4> iSrt-ISti' 
Umlliflnu*, ISO-1 Iti - Aurelmii, 

110-1 &T r 235-2ia ; DiodeLiW* 
raf&rnLV J57-K7 j Inti isHue-r 
by SSunat--of h 35 -j( 4 ; Apubllom 
origins of imporinl of„ 

221-271 

H'W«, m i o [ mark < >n Imlf-p'matft «f i 
Henry VII, 3J7 2iH 

JUlflKSItElMp ^ ItlLL, 

It, F. 

3. 

Martin do Tuttra. coinn of. 
Ii.'imd at Lurk IUII r 45,50,57,&0 
*AneliU. PI fa of r typo r.f Antio- 
cfwlXptll 

Sa-u(|Uidi us, M. r nmncyor, 

M, 4» 

S^hWAri, Huu, Infrill] of L. 

SlAtl^r liv, 315 

'kylsctuin, i L nppH r nn n of, jld> 
( |U trod by the Kfi tlslj Muhuiu f 1 
“v t th^|v>lisr mini rf Ant I wh on 
Vlti T 2i-2O h 3<J0 

-V^estii, tli drachm uf r nrqmr^cj 
by thf PifiLiali Hu^jUid, 5, 5 
^‘Ecuctti \ ctrmd racism with 

prMiiun librae, acquired lay the* 1 
Britkh M mwiiuip 113-111 
^ldi [ K stilftf of h Rcquirol hv UiO 
British |JJ, 

Soldibi, modfll by, fp3 

StaibiTp Lnrmi, mtdd of. 21J - 

HulEa, I*, coinage* of, 22 i 
Hnlpu in-,. PUcorlnuj C. rimnatj 

nirjin-yrr, 87 

Stm^tpab, |{i;y. E. A, 

The li'-tiinn MoafrLury System 
•rmfi'ntifrfl, 111-171 


SjnLvuio, iKnmN r-t r ai-f|mnjH3 by 
ihi« British MuMum, 3 
^var^nnft, JtAu P Notiee of hi:-, 
ITtUfttiim* priimtifrff la 
312-813 

Ti 

Tarontum p >-Uion of P icqatwl by 
tlio British Mimam, 3-1 
T- albjr type. Lark HUl 2nd of 
rti ithfr of, 45-60 

TrimtiUVfl lilld of 

Rmnin colds at, 38 
Thw*. Irih* 1 mLobol of b di-quiml 
by Ilia Brltlali fciuik Lini, 7 
Tbya4ijirjL P hj-nn/t' roin of Adto- 
n i ii Li* of, icqu i rod by Lb a Brit Eah 
Hurfum, 12 

lournfti gr^at* of Honrv VJII, 
170-1S2: lmlf- B ™t. 813 
Tyolw, ‘'T.iitT.dtrtE, tvpo nf Antio- 

oh vdtt* 210 

T. 

Vaohclip TflnfiaJd,. mv&*\ of P ^>-68 
Villior*, William, HCond Earl of 
iforaojp nu-ctal nf T fi8 

VSV ->d Crtinn- r>f AnrelUU, 113- 
HS. 211-243 

W. 

IVtBfi, 1 F £Krv 1C 
The Itoform rrf Auntuu, 285- 
243 

Williiim h m-»ni'ycr Bitry SL 
ICdmondK, IS 

X 

XX disci XXI on ooiua of Aure- 
llan F fc-. 144-lHl* 15S-lB!lp 
131 SiVY 23D-21S 


Y. 

Vnirk mint of Hoiirr VIX* 31"- 

ii 

X 

X^jaodotoa, mBgiFlrato of Cbin-i^, 

210 


Kr«Fl OF mu XIX 






MUM CHUON. SEfr IV. VOt- Kl!t. PU. i 



BRITISH MUSEUM CREEK ACQUISITIONS WT, 1918. 












HUH. CHfiON. sen, IV. VOL XHt. PL (1 



BRITISH MUSEUM GREEK ACQUISITIONS 1917. 1918. 










rnuM CHflQN &ER IV. VOL XOt PL, 111 


5ELEUCID PROBLEMS 










HUM CHRQN, 5ER IV VOL XiX PL, IV 



TYPES OF HENRY U s FIRST COINAGE 





’« * V 


IMUM. CHRON, $&fi. iV„ VOU. XIX. PLATE V. 



MEDALS BY RICHTER AND SOLDANI. 

































MUM, ChROH SERr iv. VOI,. XIX. Fi- VI 



PRE-iMPERiAU COINAGE OF ROMAN ANTIOCH. 










hum. CHFtOK. SER.IV. PL. VII 



PRE-IMPERIAL COINAGE OF ROMAN ANTIOCH. 









NUM. CHROH. &ER.IV VOL. XIV PL VIII 



A FIND OF BRITISH COLD COINS 























NUM. CHRON. S ER. IV. VOU XIX. PL, IX 



ANGLO GALLIC COINS: SUPPLEMENT. 













HUM CHRtm. SEN IV VOL, *FJt. PL, K. 



ANTIOCH US IN. 





SUM, CHflG** SEP "V VOL- )KIX. PL *1 



ANTIOCH LIS IX- 










LIST OF FELLO WS 

OF THE 

ROYAL 

numismatic society 

1919 







™ mm at oinmn, kvqut^ 

at FILE rhEF.ICt it all 

numn T'j rai vmw.'-m 


PATRON 

HIS MAJESTY THE KING 


LIST OP FELLOWS 

OF THE 

ROYAL 

NUMISMATIC SOCIETY 

1019 


Th? sifta * fiiifiWirji that the Frffme far hn annual 

mnlrihntim : t that the Fdtetr ha* died during tht ymr. 


■LUTfEP 

1309 Adhiiu l The Marquess of Milford Have*. P.G., G,C.8.* 
G C.V.O, K.C.1LG., A.ILO., FM£ KS,. Corfu. 

1907 Ailasu Joh y, Es^.1LA, t IMLA&, SntUli Muslim, W.G< 1, 

//nrt. Secretary, 

J907 Allatisi, RoBKMj Ea^ p 18 Holland Part, W. II- 

1881 AMi>HEWfl T R TiidHbSTON* Eaq.p 25 Cattle Street, Hertford* 

mi At&issok, Donald, Esij., B + jL p University College, Reading 

j 307 B a i im h Rev A $ drew H P| D. B,„ 24 7 Colo ny 3 treet, W i n n !peg p 
Camuk 

1309 BaIiDWiS Bsett. Mas. A. p 404 \Yu*l llGth Street, New 
York, U-3JL 

1302 Baldwin, A. H,< Esq., 4 a Duncanuon Street p Charing Cross, 

W.C 2 r 

1005 Baldwin, Pbbcy 1 D-, Eeq., 4 a Duncan nett Street, Charing 
Crc»fi% W.CL 2, 

1S03 Ba*e* p Abthus Alexander, Es<j. t The Ri d House, Upton, 
EueX* 

1917 Babeer, Ret. A. Leigh!, 14 Godwin Road. Hontlng^ 

1917 Barnard* F. PiE&itEi h oNT T Exq. t M.A*j D.Litt, F.BLA #k 
BiUliy 11 ll! 1 r A [Lonl, LineA 

1890 Rea it r a k. ThOs. p Esq., Melbourne House, 8 Tudor Road, 
Hockney E. 9. 
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LEST OF FELLOWS. 


BURD 

Beatty. W, Ged>et + Esq^ EG* Central FarkWewt, New To tic, 
U,S.A- 

1919 Beazlet, J, D., Esq,, V.A., Christ Church, Gifbrd. 
mtJ Beiseet-FoSp J- T> IftQw, M_A„, 29 Ashley PJa^ S-W_ L 

1916 Berry, S, K., Esq., P.W.D., 3 Distillery Jlumi. Hydeiabadj 

Deccan. Iiidia- 

1909 BidduiiPU + ColOPeL J. + Gray Court. Dam, Surrey. 

Ifi^O b Dieeek, G. W. Eon dpt, Esq.. 4 FonebuitJi Avenue, E.C. 8. 

1904 Blackwood, Lt.-Cdl, A. PiiiCE r D.S.O. 52 Queen’s Gate 

Terrace, 8 + W* 7, 

18*9 *Bi. updell, J. H J+ Erq^ The Cottage, Little 3 Laugh Lon, 

St. N-.lL.tH, IJlJIlt^ 

1917 Bor don a no, Baiios G. CeiARAMo^T^ Pfllario Bordonuro, 

Pima MtinlcjpLdfc Palermo, Sicily. 

1907 Boranquet, Prof. IL G+, M_A_ t F.SJLp Instil ute of Arc Wo- 

]ofry n 40 itialford Street N. + Ll v£iqiu-oL 

1910 BoUltoi^Xt.-CoL, Oscar F.. Lyons! le, Tottoridge, Herts. 

1 E97 1U ywenE il, Frafz, Esq, , 65 Fuirfai Road . Bed ford Fa r k .W. 4. 
W'yj Boyle, Col*kel Gerald, 48 QuMm'8 Guts Terrace, S.W.7. 
ISO* Brig h tw Public Libra ay, The Curator, Brighton. 

1100 BrittaNj Frederick J., Esq.. 6* Bingham Hecicl, AdJifi- 
combe. Croydon* 

1908 Brooke, GeqhuK Cyril, EsQ r+ M.A.. Know!ton, Atld-urUm 

Hoad., Croydon* P'bnffm Secretary* 

1905 Brooke, Joshua Watts, Esq., 2o Salisbury Road, Marl’ 

borough, WUi*. 

1911 Browse Rev. Phoy_ Hestby J., S5 Lower Leetoa 

Street, Dublin, 

1896 Bftfruir, L.EL, Ewq.. 101 fLiilii'rFfSA-rtc. Copenhagen, Denmark, 
187^ Buchan, J, fk t Ksq-, 17 Barrack Street, Dundee. 

IBH Bull, Rey, Hebseot A., MJL, J.P., Wellington House, 
West gate-on-Eea. 

1891 Burn. The Hobble Hr, Hicham, CSX, t,C.S„ MJIA.S^ 
fl/ff Mealing GrindJay & Co,, Bern bay. 

1881 Burhtal, Edward K„ Kwt^ M IniLC.E,,,82 Cuthcart Rand. 
S.W. 10. 

1911 Bubtuk* Frank R t Esq., J.K, Orston Ball, Notts. 

1878 •Buttery. W*, Esq. (address not known)* 

1804 CABS. Dk. Julius, Niadeiiati R 55, Fmnfrlart-am.lf am, 

Germany* 

1B86 Caldecott, J + B ri Esq., Windermere, Frinton-cm-3ea* 

1808 Calleja SdTEMRRr, Hey, Cano* DJL, 80 Strodu Saluto. 

Valletta, Malta. 


LIST OF FELLOWS, 
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1014 CiarKHOHp Major j. SL, Low Wood, Betbprsden, Ashford, 

Mat. 

1904 Campbell, W. E. M.Ffiq., LC,S.,, Aligarh, United Pi-ovinees* 
India. 

l*D4 Carlyox-Brittok, Maj-hi P, W. P., D r L. f J.P.^ F r £_A. + 
4-S Bedf® hi Bqijuriip W C. 1. 

10OS CAimifiWp Colonel 1L J.. J,P, T Woodbridge Abbey, 
Suffolk. 

1917 Cabral* Dr, It E.. AbertfUfty, Moncuoutb. 

S9I9 CAWsmit Sis J^iis Westeksan, K.O.B,* Uuptifn Mspur 
of tiht Roy tit Mint, 27 York llmiK-r, W. 8 . 

1914 Ctceio, SI os hid Non a Cayaliehe Giusetpk t> e, 44 Pure® 
M i% rgberiu. Naples, 

IS9I *CuLiiB<M r Albert Charier* Ksq.* Hi^wtabewl Itottte, 
HnUiuld, H i.Tti. 

1011 Coate*, ft* Asa«irax h Esq»* Scmlb Eil worth House, Bugbj. 

1913 ^Coprijcutun, Hi‘39niia v W. p Eaq., JLA., 3I.R-A,S,, 

KiLiiily, Ceylon, 

1880 Co»HlKQTON, OLIVER, Esq., M.D., F.E.A., SI.TLA .8., 
"■ Wcotton," 1U AiIaa Hund. St. Miirgllti-tV on Thames, 
Middlesex. 

1919 Coleoate, D. AjiTUVB, E«* t c/o Brunner, Moad A Co.. 
North wieh. Cheshire* 

1018 Colkb, Colonel A. H, C.M.G.* D S.O. t 18 Walpole Street* 
Ck*l*f*, 8.W. 3, 

1895 Cooper, John. Esq-, BeL’kfootp T^n^ighi, Msmcberter. 

1902 CovEksToN, .1. G. p Eaqv, SLA., C.LK-, Director of Public 

lurtruetion. Popm, I LL-ili.h. 

1018 CKA-fl'f e if, H. H. E., Ks*|-, SLA., D.Ltrr.p F.S.A t All Souls 
College. Oiloid, 

1010 Cree. James Edward, E§®-. Tcseulmn, North Berwick. 
18SS *Cbomftqm-BobiRts>Ciiax- M . E»q< r M ountstmt, W* L 

1914 CaowmwBiYstoHp V- B.. Esq. s M+A. p FJS*A»| WratlkM, 

Ht'^kuiilinrw, Kent. 

1914 Daltoh, Rxoharij, Esq., Putt Noa^, Coth&ta Park, Bristol. 

1884 DAMESt BJ. Loxcwoimi, Esq. 1.C.S- [retd.}, M.lLAiL, 
Crichmerdp Edge he rough Ko^d, Guildford, 

1900 Battari. SitiHftll Gians iso, Cairo, Egypt 

1902 Davey, Edward Charlie Esq, (wldran notknown), 

1015 Tlii>Mii > StR Jpbm Fox. Bart.. J.P.p C.L., LkmaltaD, Nuvan* 

Co, tt.-ntli. 

1919 Dkubll, U Crj Essq.p Lo* Alto*, Sundown, Isle of Wight. 


G 


LIST OF EKLL0W3. 


tlrcmr 

Itll Dructs, ItuBW A., Frn r . 27 Eaton Termer S.W-1* 

ISOS Eggzh, Herr A^iuf, 7 Opernring, Vienna. 

ISIS Eidlitz, Hubert James, Esq., 005 Unditon Avenue, New 
York, U.S.A. 

ISO? Elder, Thomas L, E RQ. d 33 Efirt Twengy-iLinl Street, New 
York d C.S.A, 

1^3 Elliott, EA^Erq,, 41 Cftnpd Park Hoad. . Leo minlB^n-Se.x 

Ej04 ELL1 Acart* e Y P Ht. Hom + Sir William Grey, P.C/ 

E.G.M.O., liOTL’rafDeiit Hondo, T&*m curia, 

1SS8 Knoll, M- A itiliuii, 20 Route de MaLigmou, Geneva. 

1872 “Evans, Sir Arthur l, M.A., Attl, LUX, Ph.D t , 
P.FLS,, F.SrA., F.E.A., Co it* d is Hunt.. Youlbuiy, near 
Oxford, 1 

IB32 * Evans, Laly, SI. A., e/o Union of London and Smiths H;ink P 
BerkbaniAtcd, Herts. 

1W4 “Farquiiar, Mies Helen. 11 Belgmvfl Square, S,W. 1. 

g:^86 Fay, Dun lev B., Ehq. h Bt.^acsm Street, Bo&ton, Maa« rr 
U,S k A. 

1002 Fentinan. Harry, Murray House, Murray Hoad, 

Ealing Park* SY* 5, 

1S14 Fiala* K. tt. K- RegienmgEiat Ed paid, I'aUw Cutabertamlj 
Vienna. 

1010 Fisher Library, The, University* Sydney h NJ5.W^ 

100® FmwiLLiAM Museum, The Curator, Cambridge. 

1^1 Eletuhex Lionel Lawtord, Esq., Norwood Lodgt^, Tup- 
wood, Caterhaiii. 

1P15 Florence, K Muteo Ardieologico of t Italy. 

1SP8 Former, Ll, EsQ rp 11 Hmunidton Road, Bromley. Kent, 

HHJ Forster, It. B , Esq., K^L, LL.1L, F.S.A., Tbu Chantry, 
Bovingdon, Hetrti. 

1804 * Foster, John A mm ^ r rung, Esq. p KXS**, Chitwood, wear 
Bftniifiple. 

l^&I *1 oi. II. B. EaMle, E*q., Wuolhairiplop, Berks, 

10P& Frey, Albert E., Esq,, Now York NnmMiaHe Club, HO. 
Box I87fr, New York City, U.S.A* 

1S0S 'Fry, Claude Basil, Esq,, Stoke Lodge, Stoke Bishop, 
Bristol, 

im 'Gash, Liopolf, Esf, + 207 Maddinon Strvftl, Chicago, 
H.S.A- 

it 1 1A Cjantz, Rev. W, L,, Suuth FI ace, Letcliworih. 


LIST OF FELLOWS* 
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Is7l Gardner, Prof, Pjircy, M.A. n DXilt., LeU.D,, LL.D+, F.SLA-, 
F.ILA., 12 faintsrtoury Uoiid, Oxford. 

IfflW Gahunch, Wiu,oi3ulifiY r E&q., F.S.A., Y Beilfa, Degnnwjf, 
ttyriii Wales. 

IS80 GaRbile, Henry, K^t 40 Quin's Boad, TeddiugLou, 
Middles i- 

1913 Gilbert* William, Eb^r, So RroEtd Street Avenue, ELC. 2. 
1910 Gilllkr, WiLLLANp Ksq^, 204 Went George Street, Glasgow. 

18134 Gmuacele, HuOiM, Esq., Ultegiborpe Cu-urtp Lutterworth^ 
LcrCeatoftMra- 

1007 GouDYp Henry, Eeq, T LLD. P D.C.L. T Krgiu* Proffer of 

Citil Law, All iSauU Collepf. Oxford, 

1904 Graham, T. Henby Bihleaii. Enq., Edmund Caiile, 
C&rlMe. 

1995 l’tb.i kt Buff* Sir Evelyn, K.C.M.G-, Earl So horn Gmngft, 

PrulullDgham. 

1891 'Ghantlry, LqRe, F-S A, t tfed Rice, Andover, Hunt*. 

1914 G*(jbE, S. W. f Ksq.. SI.A., 17 Willia Rnad* CafljLridnv* 

1871 Grubber* Hlkulrt A., Esq a± LlA., Hembridga, Lie of 

Wight, 

1010 Guif?fp William, Ksq > 19 Swan Komi, Harrogate* 


1016 Haines* C. G n E*q. P 14 Gwendwr Ruud, W, 14. 

1890 Hall, Henry Platt, Eiq. t Toniron, Werneth p Oldham. 

1808 Bandh, Key. ALFM»VV. + Tbe fkotoi^i Nmmloii, Wkkford, 
Essex. 

1012 H ardiNcs, N ewton H ai Esq., 110 Pine A ven i ie 3 Chicago, U.S.A.. 

1017 13 arris. E. Wilfred* Esq., Lynwood, Bui diner^ Ending! on, 

Bi pi ingb A EH* 

1004 Harris. E&ward Bonwoima, Esq., r> Bgaes Place, N\W. 1. 
IU04 Ha*riron + Frederick A a , Esq** Sormyelde, Fourth Avenue, 

Fri nt^n^n-Sci, 

1918 *lL\HT r R Eowaui>, Esq., Brook lands, Blackburn. 

lD0a Harluck, F. W rB Esq.i ALA , The Wilfom^ Sontfagntv, N. 

1002 THayyhfilld. Prof. Francis J. f M.A., LL-D , D.Litt, F.RA., 
F.B.A.p Vfiirsliielda, HtiuHiigtoa Hill, Oxford, 

1014 Hayes, Herbert K- F*-, Esq., M.lt.A.B, T Ordination Teat 
School, K nut* IbrtL Chwkirtv 

1005 Headlam, Hey. Prof, Aktiii r Cayley, DJX, Canon of 

Christ Chnreh, Oxford. 

I88G "IlKNtiKHHos. Jam £fi SteWART, Khiv . F.R.G.8^ MJLS.L., 
M Cl 1 ., 1 Fond SliL-et, Eiupidatcad. tbW„ 3. 
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UST OP FELLOWS. 


unu 

1900 Hewlett* Lionel M m Es q., Greenback, Uanwaorntbu-BiH, 
HidfUsiei, 

1903 IIifiGiKfl, Frank C +fc Esq rp 5 Wert IMth Street, New York, 
U-3.A, 

1S93 tHiLfi£KS K TiEH Yw Gh C., MJL* YJX t St* Thotnto’a Bwkay, 
HLT.v^rrordweflt. 

I gas Hill, Charles Wilson, F1rq, (addne&j not known). 

l^ys HuA GeOKOE FhahCIS* Ksq, r M.A., F.B.A,, AVrnrr*/fopW 
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ItJlO Dole. Cu in bio m ljl, Kg^M.A p Aiib tin Friar* Huu^r, Auttiu 
Friars, E.G. 2. 
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1S9'2 Oman, Prop. C. W, 0* M.P. M.A. t LL*D*,F k 8.A» p F.RA,. All 
Soubi Coik-ge, Oxford, PocritiraL 


list of fellows. 


11 


e,K7n 

tun OPPBSfilEIMER, FTeSBV, Esfl.j F.$,A., 0 KcniibgtOD l'llljU'D 

Garden., W. 8. 

1019 Palmer, C. E. S„ Esq.. 45 TVjford Avenue, Acton, W. 3. 
1903 Parsons, H. Alexanbkb, Kfiq., « ShjifUaLurr " Devonshire 
Bbndj Honor Onlt Park, 8.K, 23. 

1888 t*PEGKovF,H or Wibbecii, Lord, LL.I1-, F.8.A.. F.L.8.. 

F.S.0,3,, J.P., Bank Ilnuve, Wubedu 
1915 Pea bn, Lt.-ColG.H, R,E. t c. nCox&Co., Chn ringCr6ia 1 S W , 1 . 

1396 Peers, L'. It, Ks<j,, If,A., F.5.A., 14 Lunsdou'nn Band, 
Wimbledon. S.W. 19. 

l.MM Firkv, Henry, Es<), , Uiililli'ton, Pliiiuluvr Line, Dmnk'j, 
Kent, 

1909 Petebsos, F, W. Voysey, Eb^ B.C.S. frctd-L 38 IWtt 

8uud t W, 10. 

1917 Pinna, Lieut -Col. P. Ramsay. F.lt.G.S., 17 SL James's 

Court, S.W, 1. 

1888 PIECHUS, Joux Habyiy, £*<*., WhitohiR Cottage, Meophn®, 

Kent 

1910 Porter, Pboyeswh Harvey. Protwtant Call eye, Beirul. 

SjriiL 

1iH?i Pavsiin. A, W r Esq- HJL, (immumr Sc1ick>] p Wlabeeb. 

1^K)3 PmcE, .Harry, E-srj, Arun Bunk, Pulbonmglu Susse;* 

1011 Vub HA HP, A. 1L Cmpes-, Ks*!.. British SehooJ* Paluwo 
OiJfocui^lii. Rome. 

1910 pRAfiADA' JL, K-^r, AX‘.l. r E?iiiva IfiBTHi, Mozang, LuliorL-. 

[ndJtL. 

1906 EAProBH, A. J. Yckj-ght, Esq., F3 A^ VUcy*, College Bmd t 
Uiilvoni 

1018 RAFi'is. Alain, Ehq., 67 Eimllej Orescent^ S,W, 5, 

1913 RaO k E. Anakta^aml Curator of the Government Museum s 

1890 Ration, Prof. K. J, t M.A., MR. AS.* S Mortimer Re>u4 
Cambridge 

190S Hash LEiiiif, Evelyn W. r Stoketon, SdLmli, CornwuEL 
1015 Racist, M. Glonass, Tnugiftwood* Bu*!hgy Park, Herts. 
1900 JtAVM^XDp Waits, E^.,SoutliNg-rmiIk F Coiii3eeticut t E-S.A- 
1003 Regan* W. H, Eftij-, 121 Queen's Rocul, IbiYswatcr, W. 2. 

1876 ^Rdbebtiwim.X DeummOKD.E&Q., M.A., 65 Lidbrtik« Grave 
Notting IMt. \\\ JL 

1911 Rij’HUfSoN* E. S. G., Ea^,, B.A.. Eritiiih M(i5eum K W.C. I. 

1910 Rogers, Rev. Edgar, MJL, 5 Ewe* Villus, VV. 8. 

1910 Rose, Edward E, Pilkisutos, }\aq. t 3 .C.S., UwhLon, 


12 


LIST OF FELLOWS, 


mcftfi 

lull Roses helm, Haubice, Eb^., IS Bk-l s i» Part Gardens 
N.W. 3. 

1503 Ru bes, Paul, Ea<i., PluD„ Alto Bibenitrasw, 8, HsunLunr, 
Q&mxnj* 

1904 ^u&TAFFjAEMh, Rob*bt de, Ebq Ht ‘The Union Trust Go.. 

Jittb Avenu^ Sixtieth Struve, Nu w York, U.S..A. 

101 & JtYAN, V. J. E. p EtsQ, T Thoinafiton Park, Birr, Eiag'ei County* 
Ireland* 

1010 Saint LomA NuMia3iAHcSoct£TY l 4065 Lindioll Boulevard, 
St. Lunin. Mo. f ILSA* 

"Salas, Mtouel T. h Ea^., 247 Floridu Str^t, Buenos Ayres. 

1010 ^ALisnuitYp F. S*. E&q., M.A., LEiabdlck Bail, HnzpaniLm, 
Herts* 

1S17 *Sani>eman, Lieut. Col. John Slab, M.V.O. h F.S.A., Whskt 
Hutbl, Huyling IsknJ, Himnt, Horn. 

1010 Savage, W. Lisle, Ebq., 14 Mill Street, Maidstone, Kt^ut. 

1017 Seaby, B A t Esq, p 10 Allison Grove, S.E 21. 

J 007 \Seltma*. Charles T. + E24 Ful broke Rtwd.Gfunbnil^ 
1S0O StLxiiA^, g r J., E&q., Kmghoe, Bcrkliuirated. Herts. 

1300 Shackles, Geobge L h Esq. t Whaley, Biougb* E. York*. 

1905 SiiETiifcBtJ, Edward, Esq., 2 ComwaU Bond, W, 1L 

1913 Sh in lev For* J. SL, Esq, R.ti.A. h KiW^rr Mill Hoo^ r 
Marl borough p Wilts. 

1S96 Sixpaon, C. E m Ebq. {ftridm* not known). 

1^00 "Sivn. Bbiq.- tlEHihAL 1L F. Manley, C.MG., I>S.O^ 
163 Strand/W.G. 2. 

im Sun ia. Kujkvab Kubhaj, I'al. Hats op Kotla, Kotin, 
Agm. India. 

1018 ’Suoo, Thf. Marquees of, F.S.A,, F.fLG.S.,7 Upper 

Bcigwve Street, S.W. 1. 

1012 Smith, G. IUmiutox, Ks(,., North side, Leigh Wood,, 
Bristol. 

1800 SlQJH, W.StHSFOUt,£$<(., KonrnOro, Vanbrugh Park Jtoud 
West, Mmkbwilh, S.tL 3. 

1^5 S>ELLijfr., Edwaud, Esq., 26 Silver Street, E.U. 2. 

l'Jbt* Soutzo, M. UicniL, jStnuiii Rou.liiiil Iluctum'at, 

I'ttl ^rntK, Samuel M„ Es^, 17 PiseniliNj, W. 1. 

1002 SriiBKH. Citaeles Lewis. Es^., Wuodhouae, Tlfiey, Orford. 

18’j3 .'Tkeati'ehj), Rev. Ceobgi Svdsev, J2 Ujiwr Lattiuiote 

ftijiut, Si. Albans, 

1014 *STkEAiFEiLi>. Mmh. Syuhev, 22 Park street, W. 1, 


LIST OF FELLOWS. 


IS 


(TIjETITD 

1S10 Sutcuffe, Robert, Esq., 21 Market Street, Burnley,Lane*. 

l£Hi Stdesham, Rev. EdwabdA., M.A., The Vicarage, Wolver- 
eoto. Ojeijn. 

1635 SvaoMis, Henry, Esq., F.SJL, Btiplegre™ Elm, Taunton. 

ISOS 'Taffs, H, W, Esq., 35 Green helm Rood, Eltbatn, g.E.9. 

18"9 Talbot. Lieitt.-Col. the Uos, Milo Georub, Hartham 
Park, CoMiiftm. Witts. 

1919 Tahafo&eyala, Yicaji D. B,, £sq„ 103 Medews St, Fort. 
Bombay. 


1602 •Taylor, U, Wright, Esq„ M.A., LLB-. F.S.A., S Stone 
Buildings, Lincoln's Inn, W.C. 2. 


1017 Tat lob, Gees A., Esq., Middleton TIoujio, Briton Forty. 
GliDDipa, 


ISB7 Tiiaihlwall, F. J, Esq., 12 Upper Park Road, N.W. 3. 

1S90 Tl[GMA3^T,\YFftEIJ. CllAKLES, E«Q. t Al l 1 ,, M.A., F.S.A, 
Pn't'toii Manor, Brighton. 

IS96 Thompson, Sib Herbert, Bart., 0 Bennington Bark 
GnolciiF, \V. 1J, 

1016 TnonBUBif, Philip, Ebq., HoAcnmbc, Godalminp, Surrey. 

1003 Thorpe, Godfrey F., Esq., United Sen-ice Club, Calcutta, 
India. 

1694 Triooh, A. B., Esq,, Bank of New South Wale*, Y u*, New- 

South Wale*. 


16S7 tTiioTTER. Liel-t.-Col. Sih Henry, K-C.M.tL.C.B.. 18 Eaton 
Place, S.W. l. 


1912 Van Burey, Hr. A. W., American Academy, Porta San 
bincmin, Rome. 

I91fl Vanes, Rev, J. A,, 1 Trinity Read, Bangalore, India, 

1899 Vlasto, Michel T,Esq, 12 Aljeedc* Cipucine*,Marseille*, 

France. 

1802 VosT, LiECTT.-C0L.AV., LM S.,2tS SUIT Lines, Secunderabad, 
India. 

IMS Wace. A. J, B., Esq., M_A„ Leslie Lodge, Hall p| Jfc 
St. Alban*. 

1683 Walker. R. R., Esq., M.A., J.P„ Watergate, Meath Road, 
Bmy. Ireland, 

1607 Walters, Fred, A.. Esq., F.S.A., 2fi Great Ormonde Street. 
W.C, 1, and St. Mildred'*, Temple Ewell, Dover. 

1011 War he, Major Felix W., Q.R.E., M.C., 128 Church 

Street, W. 6 . 


U 


LIST OF FtLLOWS. 


Hint b 

10(1 1 "Waiters, Charles A,. Esq., 152: Prince RomI, Liverpool - 
1917 WYATTS, Gkibald A,** Esq, 4 Dmmlerry, Londonderry. 

1003 Wznn, Percy 1^ Esq., 4 and 5 West Hmithfield, E,C. 1. Jfon- 
JiMitinr, 

1S#85 'Wereh. F r PaRJC dit Esq., M.D., FJBjL, 13 Earle/ 
StmvK W. I. 

1354 +WEBSTER, W. J + , Esq., 7G Mel ford Road* Thornton Heath* 

1904 Weight, Willi ah Charles. Esq.. Erica, The Broadway, 
Letchworlh* 


1905 Weiohtman, Fleet-Surgeon X E., F.S.A, O.B.E. Junior 
United Service Club. Chariot Street, St, Jhmea’s, S.W. I, 

1599 Welch, Francis Bertram. Esq., KJL* Wadinun Home, 
Arthog Road, Hale, Cheshire. 

1915 Whitehead, R. B r , Eaq., l.€-S., IfJULg., Ambalia. Punjab, 

fn iliiA 

I860 'WlttRJLM, Mbs. Lewis, The Rookery. FrcnsSmni, Surrey. 
1908 Williams, T. Henry* Esq, 65 Clarendon Road, 8.W* 15* 
1010 Williams, W. I.. Ksq., Beech Villa, Nelson, Cardiff, 


1851 Williamson* Geo 4 G-. Esq., F.RS+Lw, Burgh Homo, Well 
Walk. IWpHtmd, N/W 3, 

1906 Willi a Maos, Capt. W, H r i address not known). 

1904 Winter, Charles. Esq., OEdficId, Thetford Road, New 
Malden. Surrey. 

1906 Wood. HoWlaxh, Esq., Curator of the American Honda* 
nmtie Society, 156th Street, W. of Broadway, New York, 
U,S+ A* 


1903 Weight, FL Nelson, Esq^LG^S., 3L1LA.S., Brad It;, United 
Prtvineea, India. 


1599 Yeatex, F, Wills ok, Esq,, 28 Dawson Phicd, W r 2_ 

1550 Y0UK0 i Arthur W h , Esq-, 12 Hyde Park Terrace, W. 2* 

1898 Young. James Shelton, Esq^ Great Cwberton T FereLor* t 
WorcEetershirer 

19L9 Ziegler, Philip, Eaq. t Lilly Villa, Victoria Park, 
Manchester 

1900 ZncxnJEJLMH, Rev, Jeremiah, M.A, B.D., LL D., 307 South 
Avenue, Syrdcose, New York, U.SLA, 



HONORARY FELLOWS 


kfctfip 

ISSn@ Urn Majesty Victor EariCAinm III ff Kino of Italy. 
FtLlnsO Quirinjile, Kecoc. 

l£9l Bartton, M, Ernest* Membra de rinstitul,. Bibliothifimi 
NutEos&le, Faria. 

IW5 Bajirfeldt, Heneral her Infanterie M. vow, D.Fhi].. 
G 11 nm buJdUtr,. Hi id eBheim, Germany 

BuyscLtET, M. Adrien, Membra de riaatitut, IQ JbL 
Emile Aagier P Faria XYL 

I8GS DnESSRL, Dr. EL, Mflnaknbinett, Kaiier-Friodrich-MuBeuin, 
Berlin* 

l£G9 Garutci. Prof. Dr, Etiore, S. (Uai^ppe del Nndi 75 p Naples. 
1S3R tGsRCCiiipCosiM, Francesco,T in FUodrunumitiei lO^fiEan. 
I£7S ImhqofBlumrr, Dfl F*. Winterthur, Switzerland. 

1393 JonohR, SI. le ViCOMTE B. Rue du Trflnc. GO, DuukU 
IS7B Keener, Dr- F. yon, K. u. K_ l£tuean k Vienna. 

1904 Kuditbchek, Prop. J. W. p FichlergiL&ie, l f Vienna, 

1893 LomnECKE, Hers .\ r , Celle rat m,*se p 1 P Brunswick* 

1904 Maurice, M* Jule% 15 Rn<? V&neau, Faria VIL 
1899 Pick, Dn. Bminwm, tfOtukabinelt, Gotha. 
iSflft Reinac^ M. Theodore, G Hue Htundin, Park 

1891 Syoeonos, M.JEAifN. p Coeserrateur iJuCabinet<le& M Juill«f p 
Atbyni. 



10 

MEDALLISTS 

OF THE ItOYAI. KUSlIfillATtG SOCIETY 

1A8S Charlie Roach Smith, Eb^, F,£UL 
ias4 Aquila Smith, Eag^ M.Dr, M.lLlA. 

]?&5 Edward Tito was, Euq , F US. 

li&G Major General Alexander Cunningham C,S.L P U.1-K- 
I8t7 John Evans, Esq, h D-GJ>, I»L.D., FJLS„ F+BJL 
I^SS Dh. F. Imdoof-Blumir; Winterthur. 
it&Ej Professor Percy Gardner, Litt.B.* KS.A. 

1890 Mdkbieu ft J. P. Six, 

Dil C, L ujjwi q MRllek, Coixinhasjsn. 

3692 PflopESBOR R. Stuart Pools, LL.D. 

]gU3 Monsieur W, II* W adi>ixoton t St-imkar P Me mb ns de 

riustitut, Pq-rifl. 

3*?g4 Charles Francis Eeary; Esq.. BLA-, F.S.A. 

1H05 PmorfiSBOB Dr. Theodor Mohr sen. Berlin. 

1390 Frederic W* Madden, Es<ta M.RJLS. 

13OT Dr, Alfred yon Ballet, Berlin. 

HUS Tile Key. Canon W. Grf.f.styell. M A., F ILS,, F-S.A. 
li^y Monsieur Ernest Babeiok* Me is jhre de riBitilait, Can* 
■crrataur dea M&tiailltfl, Pari*. 

11300 PBorsBsoR Stanley Lane-Poole, M.A., Litt.D. 

130 J S. E. Daros W la dim in vox Tieoenjia trSEN p St.PetenborR. 
1903 ARTHUR J. Eyasb, Biq* BLA*. F,R& P F.S.A, 

1903 MoNaiEunGuBTAYEScHLUBEEBoEli, Membre deV [tututit, 
Para 

1304 Htfi Majesty Victor Emmanuel HI t Kino of Italy. 

1905 Sir Uehmasj* Weber, MJ). 

1900 Comm. Fbanc^bcd Gxecchi, Milan. 

1307 Barclay Vincent Mead, Esq, D.UfU D.G.L H Pli.D., Corr* 
do TIubL 

1906 Professor Dr, Heinrich Dressel, Berlin* 

1903 IIeiebest k , Grtteber, Esq., F.S.A. 

1010 Dr. Friedrich Edler yon Kenner, Vienna- 
1911 Oliver Codsinoton, Ebq m M.D., U.&A-S.+ F.S.A* 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 

EOYAL NUMISMATIC SOCIETY, 


session ibis— wife 


October 17 1 191& 

Sir Keritt H- Howorth, K.C.I.E., F.R.S., Yiee- 
President; in the Chair. 

Tin- Minnies of the fleeting of May 1C were rend and 
approved, 

Hesn L Howard Coppnck Levi* and Philip Thorbum were 
proposed for election. 

The following Presents received since fcho Bfey Meeting 
were Mmonuoed* laid opun the table, and thanks ordered to 
be sent to their donora: 

1. American Journal of Archaeology. 191$, Pts. & &nd 4. 

2. Bulletin do la Socidt4 d^a Autiquam-a do LOuest* 191 7, 
Ft& 8 and 4 f mid Ft 1 + 1918. 

3. Journal of Hellenic Studies, VoL xumiL 

L Proceedings of the Society of Antiquaries of London p 
Veil 

5. W, L. Craig. Sterling Decimal Coinage* from tht 
Author. 

Cv Waller Be unison: A Gold Treasure of the laat Roman 
Period ; from f/i£ UnwmUf of Michigan* 

7 k J + Grafton Milne: The Alexandrian Coinage of the 
Eighth Year of Gallienus ; from the Author, 
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PROCEED! NOS OF THE 


8, F. Piirkta Weber: Aspects of Death and correlated 
Aspect* of Life. 3rd e d.; from thz Author . 

Mr* Percy H* Webb showed a series of Roman third 
brass* in very fine condition, of Aurelian (3}, Severma (l) r 
Tacitus [2), Frobits (24), and Gains (lb also a qiDiiarius of 
Probus, all unpublished by Coben. 

Mr. Leopold G. P* Messenger exhibited a silver Muhtun* 
madjui pilgriill’s modal from Baghdad. 

Professor Oman showed German local notes of Bielefeld 
and Oberlahnstoin withdrawn by order of the Government 
because of the frivolguanas* of their types and their allusions 
to war food. 

Miss Helen Fnnjuhar showed specimens of Btiota pattern 
crowns (Sunt I mg, l 3 iittrrn£ t P3. vi. 7) in gold and silver, the 
former being the only known specs nun i. the property of 
Mr. T. R t Clarke-TboriihiMp the hitter her own* of which 
sevend specimens are known. 

Mr. F. A. Walters showed two jennies of the light 
coinage of Henry VI struck from uttered dies of Edward IV. 
v&.: 

1 * FjQ}> don. Ohr. M t m* idiort c ross filehuo hfl 0 RIQ (ove r 
fmv73ER0j D1 GRE R0X TXMrK Itev. (1IVU 
TnS LQBDOIL 

2. York. OLi. M.m. lys MfORIQ lover HDWEftl)) 
DI 61171 ItflX 7iUQh v 6 to left and key to 
right of bust IfciL CHV1T3CS 0BOR2EGL 
Qiintrefoil iri untn of cro*s. From the Brice, 
Montague, and Both Collection?. 

Lieut. Col. 31. Walters showed eleven coins of 

Henry VH P from the shilling to the farthing. 

Mr. L+ A. Lawrence read the first part of his paper on 
the "Coinage of Henry VII V {&e Numismatic Citron irk m 
Vd. xiiii (19IS} + pp r 205-01.} 
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Novembxh 2l # 1918. 

PbdfiisjsOM C. Omaj, M-A.* LLD., F.S.A.* F.B.A., 
Yice-Presideiit f in the Chair, 

The Minnies of the Meeting of October 17 wore read and 
approved* 

Mra&rs. Philip Thorburn mid Howard Coppuck Levis 
were elected Fellows of the Society and Colonel A. II. Cotes 
proposed for election. 

The following Presents to the Society were announced, 
laid upon the tab So, and thanks ordered to he rient t-j tho 
donors; 

L American Journal ol Archaeology, YoL xxii, Pt. 

2 , Annual Report of the Deputy Master of the Mint for 

xdml 

Memoires do la Society Antiquaires. du Nord, 

1915 F 1916, 1917, 

4, Nordiftka Fortidsmindar, PL*. 1 & 2 . 

St Proceedings of tho Royal Irish Academy, VoL xxxiv, 
Pts. & and 9; Yob xxiv, PL I* 

Mr, Leopold G- P. Messenger showed ll bnts-s modalet 
struck to commemorate the entry of the Allies into Paris 
in 1814. 

Mr. Frederick A. Walt era showed a penny of Matilda: 
Obv+ :MATILDIS [IMPEL Eu&t to right with sceptre. 
Zfri‘, SE[MI |ER LA ; probably for Colne, as Canterbury was 
never in the bands of the Empress, from the Nottingham 
find and Roth Collection, and remarkable for the Complete 
reading of the name and the fc mi nine type of portrait. 

Mr. Henry Garside showed a British cop^r twopenco of 
1797 eountonnarked G in four places for Guadeloupe. 

Mlv L. A. Idwiwe road the concluding portion of his 
paper on the “Coinage of Henry VII ", which ls printed in 
the ChronkUy Vol. xviii 1,1918), pp, 205—GJ* 
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DsCljieeu 19, 1918, 

Sin H*b*y II. Howobtu, K.C.I.E.. F.H.S., &e.. Vies. 

President, in the Chair. 

The Minutes of the Meeting of November 21 were rend 
and approved. 

Colonel A. H, Coles, C.M.G., D.S.O., wm> elected n Fdlow 
of the Society, ami Mr. Philip Ziegler was proposed for 
election - 

Tht fall living Presents to tho Society were nnnoiineecb 
likid upon tlie tables and thanks ordered to be sent to Ui* 
donor*: 

1, Administration Report of the M*dna Mttsamu 1918-^ 

1919. 

2, Animal Report of the United States National Museum 
1917, 

®* Bulletin tie In Bodily dea A nth] mures do rOiieat* 
VoL tv, No, 2. 

-L Journal of the Royal Society of Antiquaries of Ireland 
VoL _\iviiii r Pt. 7, 

Mr, Henry Ganide showed a Spanish pioce of (wo reals 
dated I7fi2 mid eotmteriuarked with a crown and G, ft, in 
an octagon for St. Kilts, 

Mr. IL Mattingly showed a number of early Imperial 
coins from Mr. Lawrence* collection in illustration of his 
paper, 

Mr. II. Mattingly read a jwiper on the “Minis of tha Early 
Empire . The main object of the puper was to show how 
the rights of coinage wore apportioned between Emperor 
and Semite, and to demonstrate the inaccuracy of Mommsen's 
theory its hitherto accepted; to prove that for a time, from 
14 IM.\ to a.d. 37, Lugdunum, hot Borne, was the Imperial 
Mint, and Umt, in the whole rpicstion of coinage. Augustus 
showed scrupulous regard for conservative sentiment and 
preferred to strike as “ imponlor ” in || ie provinces rather 
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than by special grant of power in Home itself* Hie rela¬ 
tions of the mints of Rome and Lngdnnimi from a. d* #7 
onwards, tho significance of the EX S.C on the reverses of 
the early coins of Nero f amt the history of the temporary 
mintg that were at work in the [^itcd following on Nero's 
death were also considered. The paper was followed by 
a discussion in which the Chairman, Professor Oman 
Mr* P. H, Webb, and Mr. P. A. Walters took part* 


Jasuaiiv 1ft, 1919, 

Sir A hi eeuk E vasts, F.ShA-. LLP,, F.R.S., F,B.A, V die-, 
President, in the Chain 

Tho Minutes of the Meeting of December IS were read 
and approved. 

The following Present to the Society was announced, 
laid upon the table, and thanks wore ordered to be sent to 
the donor! 

The British Numismatic Journal, YoL xii* 1915 ; pnwHted 
by MM Jftkn Farqulutf, 

Mr. Philip Ziegler was elected A Fellow of the Society ; 
Miss Lnuru H. Montgomery, Lieut.-Coh Oscar F. Boulton, 
Lieut. C. E. S. Palmer* Messrs, J + D, Bcozley, II. H. E. 
Crnster, and R, Prasad & were proposed for election. 

Mr. G. F + Hill read n paper ill which ho described Greek 
coins acquired by the British Museum in 1917 and 1918, 
The acquisitions were unusually Humorous, owing to Ibe 
bequests by the kte Mr* Gorman Ford and tho lute Rev. E. 
S. Dewick And the donation of a ’large number of coins by 
Sir Evelyn Grant Duff. (This paper is printed in this 
volume of the Numismatic Ghnmkk 1919 Uk), pp, 1-I6.J 
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February 20,, 1010. 

8m Anriruit Evans, P.S,A, r F.RS., LL*D +t E.B,A, f &c,. 
President, in the Chair, 

Th& Minates of the Meeting of January 10 were read and 
tijjpr oved. 

The following Presents to the Society were announced, 
hud upon the table, and thanks ordered to bo sent to the 
donors: 

1. American Journal of Archaeology* VoL xxii ? Pt 4 + 

2. ArehaeologLa C&ntiana, YuL xxihh 

Bulletin di? hi Socaotu des Antiqnures tie FOiiest 

19lS t PL 3. 

4. Tlio Sdeucid Mint uf Antioch, by E. T. Newell; ftnm 
ffte Autfior. 

Mias Laura II. Montgomery, Lieut,-CoL Oscar F. Boulton. 
Lieut C- E. & Palmer, ETO, Mesu* J* D. Beuloy, 
1L H. E. Crastor, and K Frafitda were elected Fellows of 
tiie Society. 

Mr. Hugh Goodiiere showed a bronze coin of Frusta with 
the head oT Helena. 

Mr, J. IL Pinches exhibited four card-counter portraits 
of the Roy ad Family, eng raved by G P M. de Saul lea. 

Professor Oman showed a specimen in silver of the Oxford 
Millenary Medal of I012 + 

Mt, H. Mattingly road a pips* on -Some Problems in 
Third Century Numismatics 17 . The reader begun by in. 
dilating the general character of the evidence available and 
by criticizing the "Hifitoria Augusta Pi and some modem 
criticisms of the same. He then proceeded to raise aonio 
particular problems and suggest some possible solution* 
He particularly advocated a closer detailed study of the 
coins of the period from Carnealla to OwSUmm than ha* 
yet been made, and, adopting the theory «f the decline of 
the silver denarius to the grade of a base metal coin, 
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attempted to find in this hypothesis the explanation of the 
reforms of Aurelian and Diocletian and of the marts XX, 
XXI oo his bilkm coins* He also protested vigorously 
against the view that the silvered copper of that period 
can possibly have represented anything like the tariff value 
of the coins. 

Mr. Percy H a Webb, discussing the j&per, was unwilling 
to admit the great decline in the value of the denarius. Sir 
Henry Ho worth pointed out that there was evidence of a 
great dearth of silver in this period. Sir Arthur Evans, 
discussing the question of silver, showed that the Bo mans 
appear to liave retied largely on Britain for silver, and when 
they were cut off from it their silver coinage diminished 
greatly. 


Marge 20, 1010, 

Sir tic Kin II + Howobth, K.C.I.E., F,RJS. P &c.. Vice- 
President. in the Chair, 

The Minutes of the Meeting of February 20 were read 
and approved. 

The following Presents to the Society were announced, 
laid upon the table, and thanks ordered to he sent to the 
donors: 

1. Aafbpgen forHordiak Qltfkyndighed og Historic, 1917. 

2. Forvimnen, 191 d; fiam (he Stockholm Academy* 

Major V* J* E. Ryan. Messrs- E. FL Pilkingtun Hose and 

D. Arthur Colegate were proposed for election* 

Mr. Percy H. Wobb exhibited specimens from a find of 
Roman coins of the fourth eentury + from Luxor, on which 
ho read the following notes— 

"An officer recently relumed from Egypt brought home lw* nty- 
ane thinl brass, p^ut of a con&ideroblc number found at Laser 
a short time ilnca The corns wore stilt *tuck together when he 

a 3 
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Aral saw them i±ml were covered with a rough deposit of a bright 
gr^^a colour, On attempting 1 to break them apart, it woa found 
tbitt considerable portion■ of them “flaked 1 off and adhered to 
other coin*. in some cues coina actually divided into two piece* 
aa it sliced from rim to rim and showed the pbven&B and reverie 
of the coin on ocm aide and it blank surface od the o(htr + In other 
cast^ a considerable portion came off in no thin a. Ujer that the 
t^pe of one coin wus risible ua if incuse on the surte of another;, 
A apedmen \* exhibited in which the head nod part Of the 
inscription 1 Urbi Harun * ir to hi' aenn as incuse on a coin of 
Co nutans, The coins -cleaned easily down to a fairly smooth green 
patimitcfl inrfaoo. The earliest of tho^e brought homo waa of 
b-onatan tine i F Soli Invicto Com iti: the latest, Becuritus Reipub 
Jscae of V ikJi>n tin San I. The most Interesting pii-ce is an Urb* 
Houia df Th&ssalonka on an. omuoaily largo and thick Hun bearing 
a male portrait, prominably of M&rs, in place of the usual female 
bunt. It ia exhibited/ 1 

The Roy. Edgar Rogfttt abated n berios of silver and 
bronze coins of Antioohus IX of Syria and a dnohna of 
Alexander Bidn of Tyre, dated a. a. I6& 

Professor Oman showed u series of coina in illustration 
of Ilia paper- 

Professor Oman rend a paper on the coinage of AntiochdS IX 
Cyzicenne,, with special referauce to the iconography. 

Mr. Rugoni mid Sir H^nry [in worth at.^o spoke. 


A^aiL 24 t 1919 + 

Sia Abtuuk E¥aws p PJ&A,p P^S, F,RA. r & c ., 
Frasident, in the Chair, 

The Minutes of the Meeting of March 20 were road and 
approved. 

The following Presents to the Society wore announced 
add laid upon i ho table, and thanks ordered to be sent to 
t he donors: 

1. Christian IV's Mpntpolttik, la$&- lflS5 j by J. Wllcke ; 
from the A uthor, 
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2, Proceedings of the Cambridge Antiquarian Society, 

No. ixix . 

3* Roy id CluiKties, Pt. 1. By Mi-sa Helen Fotquhar ; 

film the Author,. 

4- Decimal Coinage* 

5. Industrial Recast ruction and the Metric System. By 
LI. Alcock ; from the Btdmul As&xitithu* 

Major V* J". E. Hyan and Messrs. D. Arthur Colegate and 
E. E. Pilkington Rose were elected Follows of the Society, 
Sir John W. Cawston., K.C.B J+ Messrs* G, U. Drabble and 
W. Lisle Savage were proposed for election. 

The Itev. A, W ( Hand* exhibited & denarius of Cataimius 
found in the Cots wolds. Ohi\ IMP. CARAVSIVS AVG. 
Bust r. Itm Clanpud baud* CONCORIA (sfc)t R.S.R. (\vL 
§0-5 grg.k The legend CONCORDIA alone Wfifi not pre¬ 
viously known on the silver coinauf O&mudiun 

Professor Oman exhibited debased Autonmimti of "Via- 
tor in us, Tetricus I and II, Aurelitm. Tacitus, Floriamia, 
Frobus, Cams* all apparently silver rather than silver 
washed. 

Sir Arthur Evans exhibited an aureus of AurclLau with 
fin exceptionally fine portrait- 0k\ IMP C DOM AVRE- 
LtAMVS AVG. Bust 1. fiev. F1DES MILITVM, Fides 
holding standard in each hand. 

Mr. F. A. Walters showed ri silver fourth-century drachm 
of Athens with fill unpublished symbol, head of Medusa. 

Mr. L. A. Lawrence showed a denarius, apparently a 
mule between BE. Aurelius and Lucius Verus. Obv* IMP L 
VERVS AVG. Bust of Lucius r. Rev. Providentift standing 
1. PROV DEOR TRP XVII COSIII. a date of the reign 
of M + Aurelius, 

Professor Oman showed a 25-pfennig note uf Niederlahu* 
stein with the satirical typo of an aged and feeble food 
controller aimed with a quill pen roprt^nted as helpless 
against the food-hoardur, and a 50 pfennig note of Ausbach 
with type, the Devil carrying off a food-hoarder to hell. 
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Mr Webb exhibited n lino series of coins of the third 
century in jttustratioii of his paper. 

Mr* Percy O. Webb read a paper on the " Reform of the 
Coi rtage by A li ndbui ", Th e e vide nee of tho coins was agai nst 
Homos theory.' of two reforms, one in 271 and the other in 
274 t arid none of the historians suggests two reforms. The 
historical references are Inconsistent with a view that the 
reform of the mint involved any a Iteration in the monetary 
system. The coins themselves show a great improvement 
in siw? s stylo, and alloy, They fall into two classes And a 
small class of transitional pieces. The first class closely 
resembles the coinage of Claudius GotIncus; then follows 
a small second, transitional, series of better workmanship. 
The third clays shows a groat improvement and marks the 
completion of the reform* They always bear o radiate bust 
or bust on a crescent. The modern practice of mint-marking 
was very irregularly employed till the reform of Aundtan, 
who developed the system, which enabled coins to la? traced 
to the officers responsible for their issue and thus checked 
previous fraudulent practices* 

Mr. Webb discussed the XX and XXI coins and the 
inscription VSV n ITe held the view that both XX and 
XXI indicated XX + equal to the some unit. He suggested 
Aurelian’s Improved coins were Antoni mum of twenty to 
thr? aureus* His reforms on the whole seem to have been 
a restoration of the old system rather than the introduction 
of a new one. 

Mr. Mattingly expressed bis agreemont with many of 
Mr. Webb's conclusions* but insisted on the necessity of 
taking tire hB denarius communis*" of the edict of Diocletian 
Seriously into account in any consideration of the coinage 
of the preceding period. Ho pointed cut the apparent 
connexion between the reforms of Diocletian and Aiirelian t 
As, seen* for instance, in the XX, XXI on the coins, and 
urged the advantages of an explanation that would cover 
both. Professor Oman made the suggestion that the decline 
of the denarius was mainly duo to the Hooding of the market 
with gold by Diode! Jan. 
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Mr. Sydenham put forward very brio Ay a new theory 
oF lits own, which he proposed to expound more fully in a 
coming pa|*er. 

Sir Arthur Evans throw out * new suggestion in explana¬ 
tion of VS V on billon coin of Aurelia n and Sever us; VSV 
may be an abbreviation p comparable to C. E S- ~ Gum 
Exmitm Suo. on tarns of Gatlientis + and espials V|OTA| 
S(OLVTA) V(QVJNQVENNALIA). 


May 15, 

Sin Akiiujr Evans, F>S,A, p F.RR, LL*IL p &e. p 
President, in the Chair 

The Minutes of the Meeting of April 24 were rend and 
approved. 

The following Presents to the Society were announced, 
laid upon the table, and thanks ordered to Ihs sent to their 
donors: 

1- Archaeologim Aeliana + VoL xv^ 

2 t Proceedings of Society of Antiquaries of Scotland, 
VoL a 

3, Revue Beige de Nninisniatiqiie, 1914* Ft, 4, 

4. Rivista Italian* di Numismatic, Series 2 PU ft 
and 4, VoL i. 

Sir John W. Caw*ton, K.C.B., and Messrs. U, C. Drabble 
and W. Lisle Savage were elected Fellows of the Society, 
Mr. Vicftji D< P, Toraporenk mis proposed tor election. 

The Roy. E, An Sydenham exhibited a representative series 
of Roman cuius In gold, silver, and bron/j= m illustration 
of his paper. 

Messrs. Henry Garsido and Leopold Q h P. Messenger 
were appointed to audit the Treasurer*?! accounts. 

In Part II of his paper on "The Roman Monetary System ", 
Mr. Sydenham traced the changes and developments that 
occurred in the Augustan coinage down to the time of 
Qallienns. These changes are mainly of three kinds; 
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{!) the Jiddltion of n*w denominations or hew forms of 
existing denominations * (2) the temporary or permanent 
discontinuance of certain denominations; and (3) the 
tendency towards depreciation by the reduction in the 
weight of the gold and bronze nod by the increase of alloy 
in the silver* (This paper Is printed in this volume of the 
Chronicle, six (19191, pp. 114-71.) 

Professor Oman, Mr.Webb, Mr. Mattingly, and Sir Arthur 
Evans took part in the fliscttfrb.ion which followed 


Juxx 19, 1919, 

ANKtJAL GENERAL MEETING. 

Sir AiiTiiua Eyaxs. F.&A, n FpR.S.p LL,L>. f ftc.. 
President* in the Chain 

Th* fc Minutes of the Annual General Meeting of June 20, 
10lS f were read and approved. 

Messrs, Leopold Messenger and H. Alexander Parsons 
were appointed scrutineers of the Ballot for the election 
of office bearers for the following year* 

Mr. Yiraji D. F. Turaporevala vu elected a Fellow of the 
Society. 

Tlie following Report of the Council was laid before the 
Society ; 

“The Council have again the honour to lay before you 
I heir Annual Report on the state of the Royal Numismatic 
Society. 

It is with deep regret that they have to announce tliE% 
deathn of the following eight Fellows of the Society : 

Sir Jou at ban Backl Louse, The Yen. G C. H i Ibers, M.A. , 
Bart, V. D + 

Ed win Fresh field. Esq, , L L. IX „ Dante] Fowler Ho wort h p Esq. 

Marten Perry, Esq., M.D. 

F. Bennett* GoWney, Egq., Henry W. Th orb urn, Esq. 
M>P., F.S.A. Sir Hermann Weber, M.D. 
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They haw also to announce the resignation of the following 

three Follows: 

Alfred C. Boyd, Eswp 
Jethro A- Cossin^ Esq* 

R. IE. Smith Hobart, Esq, 
and of the Literary Society of Newcastle. 


On the other hand, they have to announce the election of 
the following seventeen new Fellows : 

Lieut.-Col. Oscar F. Boulton. Miss Laura II. Montgomery* 


J, D. BearJey, Esq., SLA. 
SirJohnWosterman Cmvston, 
KCJ + 

Colonel A. H. Coles, CM. G., 

D.S,G> 

D, Arthur Colgate, Esq. 

IL H. E. Craster* Esq., M.A.* 
L.Liti, RSJL 
C. Drabble, Esq. 

Howard Coppuck Levis, Esq. F 


Lieut* C* K R h Palmer, 

B.N.Y.R. 

R. Prasad*, Esq,, A.C.I. 
Edward E. Pilkington Rose, 
Esq. t L&Sw 
Major V* J- E. JEyam 
W. Lisle Savage, Es*p 
Vicaji I>, P. Taraporevala, 
Esq. 

Philip Thorbum, Esq, 


F S-A. Philip Ziegler, Esq. 

The number of Fellows Ls therefore ■ 



Ordinary. 

Hftlionry, 

ML 

June, 1918 + 

..... 277 

16 

293 

Since elected 


— 

17 


294 

16 

310 

Dece ased . . 

. 8 


8 

Resigned , 

. 4 

— 

4 


282 

16 

298 


The Council have also to announce that they have decided 
to award the Society's Mi dal this year to EL Adrien 
Blanche^ Memhre de Flnstitut, in recognition of his 
service:* tu Numi^inatirs, notably in the Roman and 
Gaulish fields." 

The Honorary Treasurers Report which follow^ was 
then laid before the Meeting : 
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frooeemngs of the 


The Reports of the Council and Treasurer were adopted 
on the motion of the President. 

Sir Arthur Evans then presented the Society's Medal to 
Mii All An to Irt forwarded to M. Blanc hot, who was unable 
to be present, add addressed Men *3 follows: 

I am glad to be able to announce the award of our 
Numismatic Medal to Monsieur Adrien Blanche^ of the 
Cabinet dos Medailles. 

It would be im|hjs 3 iblo for me on this occasion to do 
justice to Monsieur Blimohet's numismatic work, which 
extendn over so many fields* I shall not, indeed, attempt 
more than a brief enumeration of some of the moat important 
of hia cuatributinnfi to the subject One of the most useful 
to those who have been engaged with the study of Ancient 
British coins is certainlv hia Traid cJ^ JfoiiuniVs Grawfoisc*. 
published in 1EHJ5, containing a succinct review of the whole 
complicated material. A continual point of interest in Ibis 
coinage, m in the parallel series of Britain, is the question 
of the origin of various designs from chumicd prototyps. 
and |j. Blanche! has many illuminating observations on 
this head. In hia Etudes Numismatiques, and in hia more 
recently published Memoir#* et Notes deNumi$*mtiquc T he has 
shown him self capable of grappling with a aeries of numis¬ 
matic problems, ranging from the classical department to 
that of modiooval and mom modern France, Among his 
more special contributions may l>e mentioned hia very 
useful record uf the hoards of Roman coins found in Franco 
and its Ijordor-Iaiitl^ including the two provinces that have 
new passed once more under French domiuiijt]. The extent 
of tho task that he thus set himself to fulfil muy be judged 
by the fact that his hook contain* an account of 8£8 dis¬ 
co venea of such hoard*, with copious references to description* 
in previous works* Monsieur BlancheL has also collaborated 
with M. Schlumborger in a special work on the coinage of 
Bearn together with its jetons and medals. His .Youraw 
Manwt de Numkmalique du J| fo$m Age tt Modems wns 
crowtii'd, like his Gaulish work, by the AeadOmie des 
Inscriptions eE Bailee Let Ires* 
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M. Blaueh*t r I may add + lias not confined himself to 
numismatic work ami has m*d& many gene ml contributions 
to French archaeology. He hm made special studies of 
Galio-Koman figuring of the enceintes of tho Hoiuan towns 
of Cxaul and of their aqueducts and dmcat, and he collaborated 
with Monfilciir Babelon in the catalogue of ancient brunts 
in the Bihliothuqus Nationole, 

It bi a fitting tribute to our great ally that in the year of 
Victory wo should award our highest honour tu a Frenchman 
who has made so many ccntrlbutions to our own unit kindred 
sciences* I only add that it Is a particular pleasure to 
mysolf to have to announce the award of our Numismatic 
Medal to Moiisieiir Blanche!. Like others who had to refer 
to the treasures of the Cabinet des MMaillaa* at the time 
when he was on its staff. 1 have kb continually beholden 
to him for his u nf ail ing courtesy and patience in furthering 
my rc&oaitihes. 

Mr. Allan accepted tho wmhd on behalf of M. Bhmchet 
and rend the following letter from himz 

iYirn, Mu# 19 t 1919. 

To the Hun. Secretaiy of 

The Royal Numismatic Society, London, 

Dear Sir, 

Yflttf letter- MUMHIIlcitig tliwt the Medal of the Ruyai 
Numismatic Society has been awarded to me gives me 8 ii#t 
pleasure. h 

linEeod. I feel that. although I have boon working for 
“ long time, tl.Ls high reward Is oHerotl mo more fur my 
future than for my p4St works. Such am honour w iU ] v 
a great support to mo when I l*gin to feel more and mom 
the heavy burden of our growing science. 

I mn very much moved to tlilnk Hint my name has 
proved the occasion of showing once more the close friend- 
ship of our glorious countries. 

But I am very sorry that my health does not allow me 
to come just now to express all my thanks to the Itoyal 
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Numismatic -Society. and you know t hat tra veiling is not 
easy now* 

Therefore I bag you to present my excuses and express 
my gratitude, 

1 ans* Sir, 

Yours faith fully, 

Arsnirv Blanch ex, 

ilembre de I'lnstitut 

10 B^ 1 Eunlo Augier, 

Paris, XVl e . 

The President then delivered the following Address : 


THE PRESIDENT'S ADDRESS, 

When os l Juno 18 P 1914 P th< Society did me the honour 
to elect me President, neither you nor I could foresee that 
the lustrum then loginning would bo occupied by the most 
serious struggle Elmt'thia country has ever known, Yet the 
event that precipitated it happened within ton daya of our 
Annual Meeting on that occasion. Even to-day T when, on 
the completion of five yearu‘ term of office, I hope to be able 
to welcome a successor in the Presidential Chair, though 
the Great War itself is formally suspended wo certainly 
have not peace* Thus the whole period of my office Las 
been filled with preoccupations and mix iidles both on your 
part and my own, and it m much fas bo able to record that 
we have not only been able to hold our regular meetings 
hut to publish much excel lent work* That this should have 
been so in spite of such preoccupations, and notwithstanding 
the many difficulties in the way of communication — especially 
for those of us who lived at a distance—and For months of the 
year amid the peri Is of encircling darkness, is certainly n suh- 
ject for congratulation It may besaid T indeed, that subjects 
like our own, bound up with history and airt* and wrapped 
in the calm atmosphere of past have often of th-eir very 


KOVAL XCMIS’UATIC SOCIETY. 


21 


nattirt offered for th# time l>eiiig n welctmio haven of refuge 
to minds harassed by Lhe it onus and horrors in which the 
present vn& inrol yed. 

In one department, indeed, that of ++ War Medals 
have been in immediate contact with the turmoil of current 
events. The output of Ihe^t 1 in Germany during the early 
pried of the War Vos phenomenal > and I have bison able 
myself to assist in the collection of several hundred for the 
National War Museum. 

Mr, Hill exhibited to the Society H|*ec Emeus of another 
series presented to the British Museum and lias made them 
the subject of a separate work. To the extraordinary 
character of aomc of these I have hi ready called attention 
in a previous address and. among them, the medjiL glorifying 
the sinking of the Lusitania will remain a record of national 
perversion long after the victims themselves are forgotten. 

As President of your Society, I did something to endeavour 
to remedy the lack of worthy memorials of the successes 
won by our own arms by offering prizes for three medals 
commemorating the Jutland victory. 

The Exhibition of Medal lie Art in London, including 
a numerous scries of English historical uiedahi, did much 
to remind the public of the importance attached to such 
records of Former feats of arms in this country. But the 
fncl remains I hat the list of lacdals produced in this country 
hv events of the War, though it includes some creditable 
efforts, is still Lamentably deficient. It may lie partly ex¬ 
plained. m doubt, by the fact that fighting ns wo were what 
was in its essence s defensive war, striking triumphs and 
signal captures such os rewarded the German armies in so 
many parts of Europe were conspicuous by their absence 
For us it was first of all a war of endurance, war in Lho 
trenches. But now that the victorious results—cumulative 
in their many-sided effects—have come home to ns in an 
epocJi of memorials of every kind. It may he at Least hoped 
that a new Impetus will h« j given to the Issue of commemora¬ 
tive mriihi It is themfore the more to In? regretted that 
at thi'i favourable juncture, owing to the niggardliness of lho 
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Treasury, the authorities of the Mint should he debarred 
from inning a 4 Victory ’ coinage- 

It is evident tliut p ns time progresses, mifdn modifications 
In the character of n urn Lanin tie research must Income in- 
witable. The continuous record oF coin-types that has 
extended over three or four centuries has done much to 
complete the story of actual discovery. What may 1>© called 
the cataloguing stage is already far advanced. The number 
of wholly new types to be added to the register must become 
progressively smaller, though in some directions, and notably 
ilk the case of bronze coinages of local circulation, a largo 
increuse will undoubtedly reward careful lavestigutions in 
the districts In question. 

But the chief task beforo us shows itself to be more and 
more the revision and rearrangement on more scientific lines 
of the m*s& off mate rial before its. Progress will mainly l>a 
achieved by minute and almost microscopic examination of 
groups of coins belonging to definite categories ; by a still 
closer attention to the epigraphy, stylo and fabric, and weight 
of individual pieces, ami to the analysis of their met ah But 
ill such meticulous investigations the uim should Irf* con¬ 
stantly liofore us of leading up to the illustration of broad 
historic truths and to results of wide bearing in the domain 
of art and of economic science, I am glad, therefore, to 
recognize tluit such methods and aims have been realized 
in many ui the recent communications to the Society. 
To take the field of Roman numismatics, the study of 
Mr. Sydenham on the Homan Monetary System, of which 
we have had two instalments, brings many new factors 
into phy. Mr- Mattingly, in lm recent rosea relies, has 
shown what good results can lo obtained by paying minute 
attention to the fabric of different mints, and both his work 
and that of Mr. Webb, in his comparative study on the 
Monetary Reforms of Au ration and Diocletian, have led to 
Trustful discussion. The investigation of special topics, such 
as the researches of Mr, Sydenham on the Memorial Coins 
of Augustus and Professor Oman's study of the Legionary 
Coins of Sever ns and Galium us. have l brown yew light 
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on both tlki^&e subjects. In the Hellenic Held, again, 
Mr* J + Mavrogorduto, in his monograph, now happily 
completed, on the Chronological Amihgvuieiit of the Coins 
of Chios, lias solved many difficult questions by his constant 
attention to minute points of %tyte T weight, and epigraphy. 
Professor Oman, too, hits turned the physiognomy of the 
hook-nosed Antioch us Grypus to good chronological account. 

It would be impossible for ntc p and indeed it is beyond 
the scope of my present, brief valedictory address, to do 
justice to the many successful attempts of me ushers of this 
Society, on mediaeval as well as cla^ical ground, to carry 
out the very minute system of investigation that is at 
present imposed on our studies. Nor, I think, are any of 
those engaged on such contributions in danger nf forgetting 
that the detailed touches that they have succeeded in adding 
all form part of the chiaroscuro of a broader historic 
picture. 

We have to hear continually in mind that what is to l>o 
aimtd at is not & mere compilation but the grouping together 
of types according to their logical relationship. 1 venture 
to believe, indeed, that in some branches, particularly in the 
Held of ancient ntunigmatica, something like a revolution 
roust be earned nut in the method of cbissiBcaUotu The 
artimgemonE. for instance, at present adopted for the coinages 
ot the Greek eiti^ is doubly bad. Professor Percy Gardner's 
recent History of Ancient Coimye, to which I have already had 
occasion to refer* shows how a more living Interest eau \x 
infused into Greek numismatics by a departure from the 
present mechanical system of arrangement, such ils enables 
him to take cities in groups linked together by their 
coniiucrchU relation* and using the same standard* 

This rearrangement may, as Professor Gardner shows, be 
juried out in certain place* und at certain [teriodg with 
illuminating results But the diffltultv of laying down any 
general sy&tein on these lines lies in the fact that commercial 
hegemony in these various area^ was continually changing 
and with it the standards in use. The main system of 
classification must in fact remain geographical; the unfurtii- 
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u*te fact with which we have to intend is that the geography 
that Loa Iwh applied in the cose of tho coinages of the Greek 
cities is often of a mechanical mid misleading character and 
largely htktm from Condilions prevailing in Homan imperial 
tunes. 

1 have already commented on the unnatural divorce of 
such historically linked cities m Calchedon mid Byzantium 
or Khegiun and Zawkle. Even admitting the general con- 
venienco of taking the boundaries of Roman provinces as 
a base for geographi^d subdivisions of coinages of earlier 
periods—for, after a] I. they answer in most cases to l>outtdaric£ 
suggested by physical conditions — we have only then 
arrived at tho Initial stage towards n true system of dasah 
ftcutioiL No doubt it is something U> have advanced beyond 
the crude alphabetic plan of old sale catalogues,, starting 
let us sap from AbacaeniiJU in Sicily aud jumping 
straight to Abdern in Thrace- But even the improved 
method in vogue, though it confines the alphabetic system 
of arrangennuit to certain provincial or regional limits, still 
at every turn divorces (lie individual cities concerned tram 
their true relatbnshi|^ 

I am aware that a new departure lias already been mudi • 
in this direction—os for instance by Mr. Head, who* in his 
IKsterh Sumorutnj divides Macedonia and 'Ehnoe into 
-zi-parate region*, grouping the coin* within tho confine* 
of those- But classifiers of coin*, even in scientific publica¬ 
tions like tho catalogues of tho British Museum collection* 
liave hitherto shrunk from this historic method. 

Tho difficulty may I to admitted. For mem purpose* of 
reference the purely alphaWt.id method is the moat con¬ 
venient. But may wot this mechanical difficulty be largely 
surmounted by prefacing the scientific divisions by a general 
alphabetic key ? Or is it a great grievance to look uu 11 he 
name in the index? The present method constantly jars on 
13le historic senses Nay, more-. It provent* the arrangement 
from lutfilling ite iliu.etraiivo end by divorcing closely allied 
ci^ iit type.* from one another and breaking up what jut often 
really federal groups* 
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Take Sicily fur example. There 1& a cmnpncfc Western 
district which was occupied by n Ueltenired Elymian 
population.,, and containing. among their more important 
towns* Segeata, Fanormo^ Eryx p and Motyu. Their his¬ 
tories are interconnected, their types and cor tain mytho* 
logical characteristics that they display ore in many cases 
shared in nommon, and they exhibit remarkable dialectic 
peculiarities of their own. But, If a student wishes to ]ook 
out the coinage of tliosa cities, say, in the British Museum 
Catalogue, what does he find ? Scgesta will meet him at 
1>- X3J, following alphabetically ui L Petra and Paropna; 
Fanormus on p. 120 follows immediately on Naxos of the 
extreme cast of the ii!an<L Ens of the extreme north-west 
okedy aueraods Enna, the navel of the island* and Motya 
is placed in the same relation to Hessena* 

The problem is often more difficult than in tho above 
instance, but 1 still venture to plead most earnestly for 
a classification that shall answer more nearly to the 
conditions laith of history and of regional geography, 
Pi Hie li hit's of class location beset every subject, but the 
substitution of a mere alphabetic list for a logical order is 
surely unworthy of numismatic science, 

X will not here, however, discuss the matter further,' since 
I hope to present a practical illustration of the historic 
method jis applied to the ancient coinages of Crete. 

Sir Arthur Evans then rend a paper on M Contributions 
to Cretan Numismatics M r which mil be printed in the 
Chronic 

A vote of thanks having been proposed to the President 
for his address, the result of the billot for office-bearers for 
1 til$-1020 iva^ announced as follows: 

PfiotEssos C, Oman* M.P. r ALA- P LL.D., RSLJLj F,B.A^ 
Vict'Frzsidenls. 

>Sih Art-hue Evans. F.fi. A., M.A*. Ihhm„> LLD^ PhD 
RR.&. RB.A. 

Sif: Henry H* llowourm K C.I.E., F.R3-, F.S + A. 
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Treasurer, 

Percy H. Wilbe, Ej^. 

Secret# ties* 

Jons Allan, Esq., M*Ap p MJLA* 3 w 

Lieut,-Col* H. Walter Morrieson, ILA. + T&A, 

Fm'ciiju Secretory, 

George C. Brooke, Esq.- M,A, 

Zi&juritjji. 

Oi 1VEB Codritotox, Er^, r MJ),, F.S,A., M.R.AA 

of ffig CcHfffCtfc 

Mies Helen Fabqhilab. 

Henry Gaieside. 

Lionel M. Hewlett, Esq, 

Geobor Francis Hill, E&q*. JLA. t REA. 

L. A Lawrence, E>iq. 3 F.S,A, 

Leopold G p P t Messenger, Esq, 

Ret, Edgar Euoeeb, Jf.A, 

Rev, E. A. Sypenhaaj, M.A. 

II. W. Taff!J p Esq. 

Frederick A. W ALTERS* Esq,, F,S,A* 

Prof, Oman proposed a vote of thanks to tiio retiii ng 
PresiiJ^nt. Sir Arthur Evans, for hie sendcea during the 
post five years, and Sir Arthur Evans replied. 

The President then proposed a vole of thunks to the 
Auditors and Scrutineers, ami adjourned the Society till 
October, 


























